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3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests
this will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do
anything other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition
and destroy its unique identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and
the plan outlines how important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv…
EBNF consultations have ascertained that this is what people most like
about living in East Boldon and it is the single most important thing to them.
We have attempted to set out what that character is in the emerging
Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help maintain the
character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there
was the largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was
only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to
completely destroy the distinct village feel and unique character of East
Boldon.
2. East Boldon village sees an already extremely high level of traffic on its
roads. Adding so many additional houses will greatly increase pollution
leaving children and the elderly especially vulnerable, exacerbate traffic
congestion, and increase the likelihood of road accidents.
3. Our village infrastructure is incapable of absorbing such a significant
increase in housing and residents. Local schools do not exist to sustain such
an increased level and other facilities will not cope .
4. The distinctiveness of the village as a place to live which is an attraction
for families and businesses considering relocating to South Tyneside will be
irreparably damaged.
1. Primarily my comments concern my strong objection to the use of greenbelt land
for new housing. The draft plan section 3.1 states that “…natural green spaces… will
continue to be protected”. That is what I want the council to do. The greenbelt
contributes to the enjoyment of our environment by residents and visitors. It was
intended, I understand, as a permanent feature which should be preserved so that
what we have now, that is valuable, will be sustained for a future generations.
Regarding the greenbelt, sustainable development means keeping it, not slicing off a
bit at every review.
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
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south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. The proposal to amend the Green Belt to allow development will destroy
the very thing that has protected its distinctiveness and character.
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2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
I object strenuously to the plan to build in the Cleadon Village area especially
between Cleadon Village and South Shields as Cleadon will loose its village status.
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As a major landowner in the region, our client is keen to ensure that the PPSTLP is
prepared in a robust, comprehensive and sound basis which complies with the
policies of the Framework and has taken heed of the information contained in the
Planning Practice Guidance (‘PPG’).
As drafted, our client supports the conclusions of the Authority that there are
exceptional circumstances evidenced to propose amending its Green Belt boundary
in order to allocate enough housing sites to meet its need. We therefore support
the principle of the allocation of the Site north of New Road, Boldon in the PPSTLP.
3. Flooding
Cleadon is already an area prone to flooding. Development on the scale proposed
can only add to this problem by both raising the water table and increasing the risk
of surface water flooding. Any increase in rainfall due to climate change will
exacerbate the problem. Significant problems already exist in relation to water and
sewerage drainage.
4. Infrastructure and services
The existing infrastructure and services in Cleadon could not support the increase in
population which the proposed developments would bring. The local school is
already oversubscribed and at busy times there are significant parking problems.
5. Roads, traffic and Road Bridge
I have a major concern about the effect of the proposed developments in Cleadon
on the already busy roads in the area, particularly those linking the village to the
west through Boldon to the A19 and Newcastle. I understand that a road bridge is
proposed to replace the level crossings at Tileshed and Boldon Lane partly to
develop sites outside Cleadon, but the effect will inevitably be to increase traffic
through Cleadon on either Moor Lane or Boldon Lane. I also understand that a new
Metro station (and car park?) is proposed, the details of which (like the road bridge)
are not available. Both however will increase rather than alleviate the traffic
problems in Cleadon itself.
4.1 Policy S1 – Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy)
4.1.1 Overall our Client supports the approach in Policy S1 which acknowledges the
need for growth in the Boldons. This is clearly required to ensure the settlements in
this area of the Borough remain viable and successful over the plan period. In this
instance, the inclusion of our Client’s land interest in the Key Diagram is supported.
4.1.2 We also support the recognition in the policy (Part G) that this necessitates the
amendment to the Green Belt (with the supporting text highlighting the process
which has been undertaken in this respect; namely the South Tyneside Green Belt
Review Stage 1 (August 2019), South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 2 (July 2019)
and South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 3 (August 2019)).
4.1.3 However, to ensure that the policy is sound by being effective, Part H should
be amended to be made clear that those sites identified for release from the Green
Belt have been assessed (through the aforementioned Green Belt Review
documents) and their release will not undermine the function of the Green Belt in
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the Borough. This will ensure that the policy is consistent with the strategy for
growth in the Borough.
A separate consideration is the Borough's population.
2.4 Between 2001 and 2011 the resident population fell from 152,785 to 148,127.
Since 2007 the Borough has gained 1000 people, so the population is still below
what it was in 2011. So why is there this need to develop Green Belt land. I think
many councils around London and in the South East of England with a rapidly
increasing population and desperate housing needs would look in wonder at a
Borough whose population has fallen since 2001 and was saying that it needed
Green Belt land. Another way of looking at it of course is that the development of
Green Belt land in scenic areas into four bedroom detached house estates would
bring in a lot of people from outside the Borough. This would increase the
population of the Borough especially of the village areas such as Whitburn. If a
thousand new people came into the village the Planning department would be able
to say - Look at the rapid growth of Whitburn we desperately need more Green Belt
land in the village to keep up with this growth. This could go on until all the Green
Belt land in the area was used up and would certainly help to meet the projection of
a population of the Borough of 154,900 by 2036.
I wish to object to proposed housing developments in Cleadon.
1. These would remove valuable agricultural land. We do not know when, in future
times, we might need to grow crops to feed the nation.
2. They will destroy the good effects from agriculture of carbon storage, limiting
flood risk and clean healthy air.
3. They will create urban sprawl. In effect there would be buildings all the way from
Ryhope to the River Tyne, joining Sunderland Cleadon and South Shields in one
sprawling mass, except for a short space between Seaburn Dene Houses and Moor
Lane.
4. They would change the varied character of South Tyneside by eliminating
distinctive villages.
5. It would be an erosion of the Green Belt. This is of benefit to us all. I would like to
see it preserved and linked to a green infrastructure. A South Tyneside local
document speaks of Green Infrastructure as a network of multi functional green
spaces and inter-connecting links which will improve the quality of life for the
residents, promoting healthier lifestyles and contributing to a sense of place. They
can improve carbon storage and manage flood risk, providing corridors for wildlife
and linking the urban fringe areas of the borough with inner ubran and riversde
space.
6. Building a lot more houses in Cleadon would cause a rise in water table levels and
a strong possibility of flooding.
7. The sewerage system in Cleadon was designed years ago for a small village and
would probably need to be renewed.
8. More homes in Cleadon will bring more children. How can sufficient school places
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be provided when our Primary school is already full to overflowing?
9/ An increased number of houses would bring many more cars causing serious
traffic congestionin the village and at junctions along to A1080. In turn this would
cause harmful air pollution especially for children on their way to school.
10. The building of a road bridge at Tilesheds would hugely increase the traffic
coming through the village and make congestion and air pollution so much worse.
11. It seems that the house numbers proposed by South Tyneside to meet the
Government target are based on our of date data. A large proportion of the new
houses should be affordable to yound couples setting up in life. Not many homes
like this have been built in Cleadon recently and large building companies of course
prefer to make their profit building executive homes on greenfield sites. Brownfield
sites should be used.
For the benefit if everyone in our borough I hope councillors will make wise
decisions.
The encouragement for landowners to sell their greenbelt land in the name of profit
to finance an inflated housing objective is a topic a fervently disagree with. A
number of brown field plots in the borough exist which have not been sufficiently
remediated which would serve of better economic use due to their proximity to the
economic centres than building on the green belt. In summary I find this Plan to be
flawed as it does not address the key issuse it is looking to resolve. It does not fully
consider the impact of the changes in demography and the quantity and types of
houses it proposes to build is inflated and misguided. Little to no exPlanation on
why greenbelt land has been targeted above that of brownfield sites has been
addressed and the proposed developments in Cleadon in particular will not provide
the type of housing required to meet the Borough’s future needs. The clear
intention of this proposal is boosting the profits of landowners and developers
whilst unnecessarily damaging the local environment.
As a resident of cleadonhil drive i object to this Plan. We have at present more than
enough problems with traffic in the area, people need housing but not on this
scale in the immediate area.the Plan will increase traffic more than you or the area
will be able to cope with.

In summary the Plan is flawed in that it does not fully consider the impact of the
changes in demography to the required housing stock. Furthermore the proposed
developments in Cleadon in particular will not provide the type of housing required
to meet the Borough’s future needs; merely maximising profits of land owners and
developers whilst unnecessarily damaging the local environment.
We object to the large number of new homes proposed for Cleadon and East
Boldon. Section 5 of your South Tyneside Pre-Publication Draft sates ‘… the quality
of the immediate surroundings, is one of the most important factors affecting
quality of life’. It also says that the Plan aims to ‘to support healthy, safe and
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sustainable communities’ by providing accommodation ‘in attractive, safe and
sustainable neighbourhoods’. In Cleadon Village and East Boldon where we live,
1127 new homes are proposed for four large sites, H3.70 (231), RG5 (245), H3.59
(588), and H3.61 (63), three of which are green belt. We think that such a large
number of new homes is unnecessary in the relatively small area (as compared with
South Tyneside) of Cleadon and the Boldons. Such a large housing increase is bound
to cause the aforementioned quality of life in the community to deteriorate
significantly in a number of ways. Elsewhere in the Draft (paragraph 4.35), it is
acknowledged that ‘The NPPF states that the construction of new buildings in the
Green Belt is inappropriate’. We think this applies just as much in Cleadon and East
Boldon as elsewhere, and we consider that building on green belt land is neither
necessary nor desirable, in this case. Preference should be given to the reuse of all
‘brownfield’ sites before considering any green belt areas.
As a resident of West Boldon, I write to formally object of the Draft Local Plan.
I believe that should all of the sites proposed for development within the Boldon
area by the Draft Local Plan were to be built upon, resulting in up to 1597 new
homes, there would be very serious and damaging consequences for the villages of
Boldon, and for those who live and work in the area. I set out my reasons for my
concerns in the points listed below.
1.0 Scale and Numbers of the Proposed Development:
1.3 Given that the village of West Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious
pollution and road safety issuse which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of
local adults and children alike.
1.4 The Local Authority is aware of the serious parking issuse affecting West Boldon.
The scale of the proposals set out within the draft Local Plan will make this already
difficult problem intolerable for those who live there. The Local Plan does little to
adequately address this issue and it is therefore of serious concern.
1.5 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools. There is inadequate
analysis of these issuse within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the
increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already
live in West Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. (Ref: draft Local Plan policy S1)
1.Context.
I have lived in Cleadon Village since 1975 having resided in Buttermere from 1975 to
2007 and then moved to our present home in Sunderland Road (The A 1083). Our
home is situated opposite to the Green Belt land, currently used for agricultural
purposes which is identified in the Local Plan as being H3.70 on which it is proposed
to build 231 houses.
My two daughters, their husbands and 3 children all live in Cleadon Village and the
children all attend Cleadon Chrurch of England Academy. My husband and I provide
child care for our daughters including commuting several times a day to the school
and as such we are part of village life.
In summary we consider the proposals within the Local Plan to allow development
on Green Belt land within the Cleadon and East Boldon area to be totally
unnecessary, unacceptable and contrary to Government guidance on the release of
Green Belt Land for building purposes.
How does the council leader Iain Malcolm (chair of council’s health and well-being
board of South Tyneside Foundation Trust) justify such a large-scale loss of
greenbelt when The World Health Organisation (2017) states that ‘green spaces not
only positively affect physical health but also mental health’?
In addition to the deletion of greenbelt identified within the local Plan IAMP has
taken more than their fair share of greenbelt at 150 hectares. With the additional
removal of Greenbelt for road allocation and then unnecessary housing at what
point will STMBC ever think enough is enough?
How can you justify disproportionate development on such a grand scale with over
119 hectares of greenbelt development in East and West Boldon including IAMP
have already started?
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queuse at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
4.1 Policy S1 – Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy)
4.1.1 Overall our Client supports the approach in Policy S1 which acknowledges the
need for growth in the Boldons. This is clearly required to ensure the settlements in
this area of the Borough remain viable and successful over the plan period. In this
instance, the inclusion of our Client’s land interest in the Key Diagram is supported.
4.1.2 We also support the recognition in the policy (Part G) that this necessitates the
amendment to the Green Belt (with the supporting text highlighting the process
which has been undertaken in this respect; namely the South Tyneside Green Belt
Review Stage 1 (August 2019), South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 2 (July 2019)
and South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 3 (August 2019)).
4.1.3 However, to ensure that the policy is sound by being effective, Part H should
be amended to be made clear that those sites identified for release from the Green
Belt have been assessed (through the aforementioned Green Belt Review
documents) and their release will not undermine the function of the Green Belt in
the Borough. This will ensure that the policy is consistent with the strategy for
growth in the Borough.
The most important issue in the world right now is Climate Change. This is why I
must object to your ideas and plans in the South Tyneside Draft Local Plan. Deleting
areas of Green Belt to build houses is not acceptable. It will destroy the habitats of
wildlife, flowers, hedgerows, grass, bird habitats and most importantly trees.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the

necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
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I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
As a resident of West Boldon, I write to formally object of the Draft Local Plan. I
believe that should all of the sites proposed for development within the Boldon
area by the Draft Local Plan were to be built upon, resulting in up to 1597 new
homes, there would be very serious and damaging consequences for the villages of
Boldon, and for those who live and work in the area. I set out the reasons for my
concern in the points listed below.
1.0 Scale and Numbers of the Proposed Development:
1.3 Given that the village of West Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious
pollution and road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of
local adults and children alike.
1.4 The Local Authority is aware of serious parking issues affecting West Boldon,
particularly around the Metro Station. The scale of the proposals set out within the
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Draft Local Plan will make this already difficult problem intolerable for those who
live and work there. The Local Plan does little to adequately address this issue and it
is therefore of serious concern.
1.5 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools. There is inadequate
analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the
increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already
live in West Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
Local Plan Potential Development Boldon Areas
I wish to object to the government housing target on the following grounds.
Having been a resident in the area for over forty four years I am very aware of the
past and present demands placed upon traffic, parking, education and health
demands. The government proposal seems totally out of context and quite
unrealistic. My fears and concern include the pollution of which is a major concern
to both adults and children living in the area. The demans which will be placed
upon the strain on the infrastructure and facilities and the possible loss of the
uniqueness of the village remain a major concern
I sincerely hope the above concerns will be taken into account.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
Please find enclosed my objections on South Tyneside Local Plan Pre-Publication
Draft.
I would like yo state that the Summary Map clearly indicates that the planner
development for house "squares off" the Green Belt in Cleadon, East Boldon and
Whitburn, and will lead to urban creep.
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This is land that should be given priority to the sustainability of the environment and
the natural habitat, and to minimise flooding. The sites identified are already prone
to flooding and will therefore pose a greater risk for the whole community. In fact
the field on Sunderland Road was flooded for over 6 months and an official Flood
sign was in place on Moor Lane for that length of time from early winter 2018 and
many previous winters.
There are 18 Green Field sites within the Green Belt, 14 of which have been
earmarked for development, which is disproportionate to the number of Brown
Field sites and existing empty houses.
Other local authorities have identified ways of using empty houses and bringing
them back in use to populate areas where the necessary infrastructure exists. Eg
City of Sunderland are working with a housing provider to renovate and bring back
into use empty properties supported by Homes England Grant. Why can South
Tyneside not do this?
South Shields has a new state of the art transport hub, but the streets are empty!
The Town Centre in South Shields needs massive investment and would benefit
from change of use of some of the unused upper stories for residential use. King
Street being a perfect example. This kind of joint development would not only
provide much needed social/affordable housing but would go some way towards
regeneration of the town centre. This has already been tried and proved successful
in the Grainger Town district of Newcastle and the City centre benefited vastly from
this change of use.
Sunderland Road is already congested making leaving Cleadon Village difficult
already. The number of emergency vehicles using that road is increasing due to the
merger of facilities between South Tyneside and Sunderland Royal hospitals.
The statistics used to calculate housing needs are outdated and need to be more
realistic and up to date. It is not luxury housing that is needed, it is smaller more
affordable homes/bungalows close to existing facilities for first time buyers/elderly
people wishing to downsize close to their existing homes to maintain contact with
their families and friends.
This Plan has been devised purely on economics and not for the benefit of the
residents, or the environment (or which we are all aware should be protecting)
which I would have thought was a priority for this council.
Please find enclosed my objections on South Tyneside Local Plan Pre-Publication
Draft.
I would like to state that the Summary Map clearly indicates that the planner
development for house "squares off" the Green Belt in Cleadon, East Boldon and
Whitburn, and will lead to urban creep.
This is land that should be given priority to the sustainability of the environment and
the natural habitat, and to minimise flooding. The sites identified are already prone
to flooding and will therefore pose a greater risk for the whole community. In fact
the field on Sunderland Road was flooded for over 6 months and an official Flood
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sign was in place on Moor Lane for that length of time from early winter 2018 and
many previous winters.
There are 18 Green Field sites within the Green Belt, 14 of which have been
earmarked for development, which is disproportionate to the number of Brown
Field sites and existing empty houses.
Other local authorities have identified ways of using empty houses and bringing
them back in use to populate areas where the necessary infrastructure exists. E.g.
City of Sunderland are working with a housing provider to renovate and bring back
into use empty properties supported by Homes England Grant. Why can South
Tyneside not do this?
South Shields has a new state of the art transport hub, but the streets are empty!
The Town Centre in South Shields needs massive investment and would benefit
from change of use of some of the unused upper stories for residential use. King
Street being a perfect example. This kind of joint development would not only
provide much needed social/affordable housing but would go some way towards
regeneration of the town centre. This has already been tried and proved successful
in the Grainger Town district of Newcastle and the City centre benefited vastly from
this change of use.
Sunderland Road is already congested making leaving Cleadon Village difficult
already. The number of emergency vehicles using that road is increasing due to the
merger of facilities between South Tyneside and Sunderland Royal hospitals.
The statistics used to calculate housing needs are outdated and need to be more
realistic and up to date. It is not luxury housing that is needed, it is smaller more
affordable homes/bungalows close to existing facilities for first time buyers/elderly
people wishing to downsize close to their existing homes to maintain contact with
their families and friends.
This Plan has been devised purely on economics and not for the benefit of the
residents, or the environment (or which we are all aware should be protecting)
which I would have thought was a priority for this council and everyone of us.
As Cleadon residents for over 40 years we wish to register our strong objections to
the proposed developments in the draft Local Plan.
The green belt is essential to protect and preserve the individual characters of the
villages of Cleadon, Bolon, and Whitburn. Brownfield sites and unoccupied houses
should be utilised for the housing required, as green belt land is designated to be
used only in ‘exceptional circumstances’ according to the Government under
Theresa May. The land that is currently agricultural is needed to produce food,
particularly in case of problems of supply due to Brexit. Trees and hedges would
have to be town up resulting in habitat loss for our local wildlife which should be
protected, and once lost can never be restored, as well as affecting air quality and
having a negative impact on village life.
The number of houses proposed, which is disproportionate for the size of Cleadon
village, would increase traffic considerably causing noise and air pollution and even

ST0061

Tony Hales

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Object

more congestion and parking problems than exist already. There would be
unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities – the school is already full and
many more places would be required as well as nursery places, and it is extremely
difficult to get doctor’s appointments as surgeries are already at capacity. The
proposed development at Moor Lane would be affected by the flooding that occurs
regularly and the water table would be altered by large areas of concrete.
The proposal for a flyover and metro station at Tilesheds would cause yet more
traffic congestion, noise and air pollution, and entail building a car park on what is a
marshy wildlife area.
Please acknowledge our objections.
Dear Sirs, I object to the local plans you have recently published.
As a tax paying resident who has lived in the Cleadon area for over 55 years, and
raised my family in the village, I have watched the area evolve over recent decades,
along with an endless demand for additional housing both at local and national
levels.
Increased demand for housing in this area over recent years has become a concern
due to the volume of back garden developments, property extensions and annexes.
While I fully understand the general desire for more housing, and aspiration for
bigger & better, I do not believe over development & expansion of this villages
population and capacity is appropriate.
Residential housing & density has already been maximised.
Local councillors have advised of potential new housing developments in this area
and I completely agree with their comments summarised below: 1. New housing proposed for this village / area is excessive.
2. Negative effects and impacts on village life will result from the proposals
3. Increased traffic congestion, and associated parking problems
4. Higher air pollution due to additional traffic – its already a problem
5. Loss of a unique village / historic environment
6. Unacceptable strains and loads placed on existing utilities, and infrastructure.
Reviewing the STC published documents I would raise and highlight the following
concerns toward any future major developments in the area.
Example SBC051/H3.70 = 230+ houses proposed
1. Serious traffic impact by weight of extra numbers of road vehicles
More houses = more families = more children in the area – placing ever higher
demands on an overloaded infrastructure, road network & education system
Walk or drive through Underhill Road or Boldon Lane at school times. Traffic
volumes, disruption & parking demands are huge – along with the density of people
........All of which is above acceptable levels
What will it look like when 1<2000 extra households with the associated increases in
population, traffic & children and infrastructure demands being imposed on the
area?
2. Cleadon Village Parking – Facilities in the area (especially around the shopping
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area) are limited with many drivers already parking on yellow lines at peak times.
3. If the proposed developments area actioned, overspill and public road parking
will be massively increased around already congested residential areas.
4. East Boldon Metro station congestion and delays are an existing problem with
barriers being shut every 5 < 10 minutes (it often seems more frequent or longer
with breakdowns & intercity train use).
Its unusual to cross & return without experiencing a barrier closure.
Additional traffic volumes will increase this congestion, along with the associated
parking fan out into Cleadon and East Boldon.
Metro travel at peak times is already at capacity. Expanding the population will
result in additional commuter issues and cannot be viewed a beneficial contribution
to the community.
5. Community village life (a large part of this area’s cultural history) will fall away
and become non-existent enforcing a cultural change in the area, along with
induced stress & strain potentially resulting in health issues to existing residents.
Conclusion
The North East is well recognised as an underfunded, relatively deprived area of the
UK, especially when compared to Southern England.
I would suggest that effectively wiping out our heritage villages along with building
on defined Green Belt areas of land is a highly inappropriate solution to address the
additional housing needs in the borough.
I have huge concerns regarding your departments plans, and do not believe they are
appropriate to the projected local / area housing requirement.
I wish to formally register my objection to the plans
Future generation may look at your plans and ask how and why that could happen.
I wish to object to proposed housing development in Cleadon.
1. These would remove valuable agricultural land.
We do not know when, in future times, we might need to grow crops to fee the
nation.
2. They will destroy the good effects from agriculture of carbon storage, limiting
flood risk and clean healthy air.
3. They will create urban sprawl.
In effect there would be buildings all the way from Ryhope to the River Tyne, joining
Sunderland Cleadon and South Shields in one sprawling mass, except for a short
space between the Seaburn Dene Houses and Moor Lane.
4. They would change the varied character of South Tyneside by eliminating
distinctive villages.
5. It would be an erosion of the Green Belt.
This is of benefit to us all. I would like to see it preserved and linked to a green infra
stricture.
A South Tyneside local development document speaks of Green Infrastructure as a
network of multi functional green spaces and inter-connecting links which will
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improve the quality of life for the residents, promoting healthier lifestyles and
contributing to a sense of place.
They can improve carbon storage and manage flood risk, providing corridors for wild
life and linking the urban fringe areas of the borough with inner urban and riverside
space.
6. Building a lot more houses in Cleadon would cause a rise in water table levels and
a strong possibility of flooding.
7. The sewerage system in Cleadon was designed years ago for a small village and
would probably need to be renewed.
8. More homes in Cleadon would bring more children. How can sufficient school
places be provided when our Primary school is already full to overflowing?
9. An increased number of houses would bring many more cars causing serious
traffic congestion in the village and at junctions along the A1080. In turn this would
cause harmful air pollution especially for children on their way to school.
10. The building of a road bridge at Tilesheds would hugely increase the traffic
coming through the village and make congestion and air pollution so much worse.
11. It seems that the house numbers proposed by South Tyneside to meet the
Government target are based on out of date data.
A large proportion of the new houses should be affordable to young couples setting
up in life. Not many homes like this have been built in Cleadon recently and large
building companies of course prefer to make their profit building executive homes
on green field sites.
Brownfield sites should be used.
For the benefit of everyone in our borough I hope councillors will make WISE
DECISIONS.
Please find enclosed my objection comments on the South Tyneside Local Plan Pre
Publication Draft.
My first objection is around building on greenbelt land in Cleadon/ South Tyneside
when there are suitable alternatives. My reasons for objecting area as follows
Both Cleadon sites are vulnerable to flooding and there is clear evidence of this
Building on either site will have a negative impact on wildlife
It encourages urban creep.
What I fail to understand is why build on these sites when there are brownfield sites
that can be redeveloped. The Gordon Durham site is a great example. Finally, data
shows that South Tyneside needs affordable housing for first time buyers and those
on smaller incomes or those wanting to downsize. By building luxury homes in
Cleadon you are not addressing the housing needs of your population.
My second objection is around traffic and lack of infrastructure to support
additional housing and cars. Each of these new houses will have at least one car.
Having lived on Sunderland Rd for almost 20 years the increase in traffic has been
extraordinary and that is without major additions to housing. Building on both
proposed sites would mean even more traffic. There are already fears around heavy
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vehicles using the road and the number of emergency vehicles and this would only
increase with the proposed plans. Sunderland Rd was not designed to take such a
huge burden of traffic and I would like to see evidence that it can. There is very
limited parking in the village at the moment and to propose it would be good for the
local shops is not true. These additional houses will not bring extra business to the
village because no one can park there.
Public transport
Other than the bus service on main Sunderland to Shields route the access to public
transport is limited. At the moment most of us would like to use the Metro system
more but it is challenging given there is nowhere to park and therefore we drive to
town/high streets rather than traveling to the Metro Centre or Newcastle by car.
South Shields also has the benefit of a new state of the art Metro and bus terminal.
Surely they are equipped to encourage more people to access and use public
transport.
In summary I do not think that this plan benefits the majority of the residents of
South Tyneside.
Please find enclosed my objections on South Tyneside Local Plan Pre-Publication
Draft.
I would like you state that the Summary Map clearly indicates that the planner
development for house "squares off" the Green Belt in Cleadon, East Boldon and
Whitburn, and will lead to urban creep.
This is land that should be given priority to the sustainability of the environment and
the natural habitat, and to minimise flooding. The sites identified are already prone
to flooding and will therefore pose a greater risk for the whole community. In fact
the field on Sunderland Road was flooded for over 6 months and an official Flood
sign was in place on Moor Lane for that length of time from early winter 2018 and
many previous winters.
There are 18 Green Field sites within the Green Belt, 14 of which have been
earmarked for development, which is disproportionate to the number of Brown
Field sites and existing empty houses.
I live on Sunderland Road which is already very congested with through traffic, and
can often spend 10 minutes trying to enter the traffic. Emergency vehicles
constantly use the road, and this will only increase with South Tyneside Hospital and
Sunderland Royal sharing facilities. I counted 16 emergency vehicles with their
sirens on one day a week ago. Approximately 7 years ago, the Council had to
remove traffic calming measures from Sunderland Road, near numbers 6, 7, 8, 9 and
10 as our houses were subject to movement and possible damage from heavy buses
and lorries when they drove over them.
The added threat of a proposed Metro station at Tilesheds and the planned road
bridges to take traffic over the train line at Tilesheds will bring excessive traffic to
the Boldons and Cleadon. Where will the increased numbers of Metro passengers
park? Will the Green Belt be used for car parks? The increased congestion the
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residents will have to experience and the effect it will have on our health and
wellbeing does not bear thinking about.
The statistics used to calculate the housing needs are outdated and need to be more
realistic. It is not luxury housing that South Tyneside needs, it is affordable housing
for first time buyers and smaller houses/bungalows for elderly people wanting to
downsize.
I feel that this Plan has not taken into account any of the above concerns.
The Plan has been developed purely on economics; not for the benefit of the
residents.
As Cleadon residents for over 40 years we wish to register our strong objections to
the proposed developments in the draft Local Plan.
The green belt is essential to protect and preserve the individual characters of the
villages of Cleadon, Bolon, and Whitburn. Brownfield sites and unoccupied houses
should be utilised for the housing required, as green belt land is designated to be
used only in ‘exceptional circumstances’ according to the Government under
Theresa May. The land that is currently agricultural is needed to produce food,
particularly in case of problems of supply due to Brexit. Trees and hedges would
have to be town up resulting in habitat loss for our local wildlife which should be
protected, and once lost can never be restored, as well as affecting air quality and
having a negative impact on village life.
The number of houses proposed, which is disproportionate for the size of Cleadon
village, would increase traffic considerably causing noise and air pollution and even
more congestion and parking problems than exist already. There would be
unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities – the school is already full and
many more places would be required as well as nursery places, and it is extremely
difficult to get doctor’s appointments as surgeries are already at capacity. The
proposed development at Moor Lane would be affected by the flooding that occurs
regularly and the water table would be altered by large areas of concrete.
The proposal for a flyover and metro station at Tilesheds would cause yet more
traffic congestion, noise and air pollution, and entail building a car park on what is a
marshy wildlife area.
Please acknowledge our objections.
The plan is unacceptable for many reasons: 1. Building houses mainly on green belt
is a bad use of scarce local environment. Brownfield land must be the first choice.

Green belt land is becoming less and less common throughout Britain. These areas
are a haven for wildlife, children playing and dog walkers. I have experience of all 3
having lived in East Boldon for 34 years. It is an absolute disgrace that these sites are
even being considered for development. In addition I find it very unlikely that local
services could handle the extra strain adequately when they appear to be getting
cut further and further every year. The area is also exceptionally busy with cars in

ST0107

Sarah BryantKing

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Object

ST0110

Jill Marshall

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

ST0118

Phil Clow

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Object

ST0126

Ian Richardson

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Object

ST0128

Jessica Talbot

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Comment

Object

rush hour which these additional houses would only make a lot worse. All in all,
shame on you South Tyneside Council. These proposals are disgusting and should be
immediately abandoned. For current and future residents. For the insects, birds,
bees and other wildlife. And for the future out children must inherit.
To take away the bits of greenery and ‘country feel’ we have to our area would be a
crying shame. Our schools, doctors surgeries, dentists and roads are already hugely
oversubscribed and massively busy. Unless there is a proposal to build more of
these too? You cannot get rid of all our greenbelt with hundreds of houses and not
have sufficient amenities for them.
The plan does not look at the dreadful state the borough is currently in the roads
around some parts of South Shields are in a terrible state full of pot holes badly
repaired patches and the amount of traffic that is currently using very minor roads
around the borough without encouraging more it’s utter madness. More housing is
going to affect all services how many more GP practices are going to built to
accommodate all these new residents, social care is already struggling in the
borough how many more careers are to be employed, how many more schools are
to be built the list is endless Heath and well-being will decline in struggling services.
South Tyneside hospital slowly reducing services
The plan includes a proposal to develop a significant number of new homes on
greenfield sites. I object to this on the basis of our reduced green space, impact on
the environment and increased flood risk. South Tyneside has a great deal of
brownfield development opportunity, which should be prioritised over greenfield. I
propose development of new houses on brownfield only, until all brownfield land
has been exhausted. Let South Tyneside Council trail blaze and market itself on this
basis. It is understood that Council Tax will be one of the few sources of Council
income soon, hence house building is a priority. Brownfield development will still
enable the Council to achieve this objective. Let's keep South Tyneside as a great
place to live and visit, rather than building on too much green land, and becoming
somewhere to be avoided!
I cannot believe the council can arbitrarily change Green belt designation when it
suits the council! Just stating that what is currently green belt will be resigned for
housing to avoid having to justifying why more green fields should be used for
housing ahead of so many brown field locations is shocking. The reason Cleadon
village is so sort after is that it’s a compact old fashioned village and doesn’t need to
grow and start merging into other areas and becoming non descript. The village
does not need more house on green belt, how about looking at all the brown field
areas around East Boldon metro, why not develop these?
Why does it have to be green belt land A lot of the green sites need too much
drainage etc work which will have a higher impact There isn’t enough support
infrastructure eg doctors and schools to support the growth along with road
networks getting busier.

ST0137

Wendy
Fawcus

Resident

ST0137

Wendy
Fawcus

Resident

ST0141

Steve Hood

Resident

ST0148

John Blundell

04
Delivering
the
Strategy
04
delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Object

S01

eii

Object

04
Delivering
the
Strategy
04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Object

S01

g

object

I object to the housing in East Boldon and Cleadon on the proposed green belt sites,
further reducing our countryside and over expanding the villages. Green belt is
there for a purpose and should not be built on, there are no exceptional
circumstances to support the proposed houses on green belt.
I object to the number of proposed houses for East Boldon and Cleadon as it is
disproportionate to the plans for houses in other areas. The number of houses will
have a detrimental effect on East Boldon in particular which is already suffering
from the amount of metro traffic it currently has to sustain. Adding a further 960
homes is not sustainable. The added traffic and congestion is not dealt with in the
proposal. An additional large free car park for metro parking in East Boldon has
been requested on many occasions to assist with the increased parking of metro
traffic in East Boldon and Cleadon which is preventing house owners from enjoying
peace and quiet at home or being able to park outside their own front door. This is
not in the proposal and yet Planners will know the additional metro traffic the plan
will cause to householders. GP surgeries, schools and hospitals are not geared up to
take the additional numbers the amount of new housing will bring. South Tyneside
hospital is already facing closure although those plans do not take account of the
increased housing and need, therefore, to retain this local service. I object to the
closure of two metro road crossings and replacement with a bridge. This proposal
will use more green belt, which is not necessary. The proposal is based on accidents
occurring at these two sites because of the half barrier situation. Just replace the
barriers with full barriers, a lot less costly and no use of further green belt.
I do not see any reason to build new houses on protected Green Belt land when
there are plenty of Brownfield sites in the area that could be re-developed. For
example the areas of the riverside off commercial road (behind The Trimmers
Arms).
Although DCLG2014 is imposed, the real data is 73.44% more than for demographic
need MHCLG2016 4036, as opposed to a Planning Inspectorate average 20% 20102016.
73.44% is excessive to the operative DCLG housing requirement at the time as 20%
average above demographic need of all approved England Local Plans 2010-2016.
(Item11 Chart). Even though DCLG2014 is imposed 5997 (+affordability 7,000), the
demographic need is realistically only MHCLG2016 4036 (+affordability 74216).
In any adjudication that requires significant deletion of Greenfield/Belt, it is
inappropriate to have an assessment that has created nearly all the Green belt
deletion through an out-of-date, superseded, artificial, and excessive arbitrary
process using DCLG2014, not least at the expense of Green Belt due to unnecessary
and over ambitious Policy ED1,2 194.23ha+29.76ha Employment land, and
inadequate SHLAA methodology to provide a fair proportion as Brownfield (Item16
table) achievable SHLAA 67.47% Greenfield to 32.53% Brownfield, and (Item17
Yields table) 62.09% Greenfield to 37.91% Brownfield.

10. Over ambitious jobs aspiration contrary to -4000 job losses 2016-2019, and
subsequent excessive aspiration for unnecessary employment land that forces
houses to be built on Green belt.
23. Government ONS demographic, economic, employment, house prices, GVA, and
ONS2016 population projections suggests there is no necessity, or any exceptional
circumstances to delete high value Greenfield/Belt. South Tyneside Local Plan
policies attempt to create self-inflicted unnecessary excessive Employment land and
arbitrary housing requirement to then delete Green Belt without the stringent
necessity of valid “exceptional circumstances” evidence, or valid site specific
evidence, and contrary to NPPF134 Green belt restrictive policies (Item17 NPPF134
Green Belt purpose). All workforce and housing are already accounted for within
ONS2016 Net Internal migration 5,092, and Net International migration 2,050 20162036 within the demographic need. Migrants become residents a year later that
have required no extra housing through periods of jobs increases 2,100 2013-2016
and current large job losses 4,000 2016-2019.
24. The policies ignore the re NPPF requirement to make sure Settlement Village
setting and character is not impacted,. Those areas with high value Greenfield/belt
need to have restrictive polices applied to what is an underuse of Brownfield that
ignore the NPPF requirement to sue for Urban regeneration. That especially applies
to the history of South Tyneside.
25. There is significant disproportionate allocation of houses that also causes Urban
sprawl as contrary to NPPF especially areas as High value Greenfield/Belt.
26. CLG2016 Housing projections are 4,036 houses 2016-2036. (DCLG2014 5,997). It
is inappropriate to have over-ambitious aspiration for 7,000 houses, 7,000+jobs, and
excessive employment land retained or proposed that causes house to have to use
Greenfield/Belt to then state it has a shortfall, to then delete high value
Greenfield/Green Belt. That does not evidence or justify identifying areas as being
Housing growth Areas or Employment Land, which are high value Greenfield/Green
belt. Those high value Greenfield/belt areas are required to maintain their high
value status to avoid urban sprawl. There is no sound or robust evidence to justify
employment land or housing on those areas using MHCLG2016 or DCLG2014
housing projections, with reasonable additions for affordability, and realistic
economic aspiration. There is no evidence of any stringent economic necessity for
exceptional circumstances to remove high value Greenfield/Green belt land.
How can an out-of-date, superseded imposed DLCG2014 be consistent with national
policy that require the latest data to be used to inform policies?
South Tyneside CC have not evidenced the exceptional circumstances to delete
Green belt. The Plan is not consistent with national policy by ignoring the excessive
impact of an imposed DCLG2014StdMthd not envisaged by MHCLG to be at 66.05%
more than MHCLG2016 StdMthd. Polices in the Framework require the use of the
latest data. An imposed DCLG2014 not only excessive, and in an area that does not
have a housing crisis, but also disregards the NPPF requirement to use the latest
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data (CLG2016 Housing), and failed to observe Duty to Co-operate-Statement of
Common ground by double counting job creation and the housing for it as already
accounted for in ONS2016 Components of Change. There is further Double counting
between LAs as most LAs assume they all get those jobs from NELEP SEP and IAMPS
initiatives.
That inconsistency in national policy then causes excessive aspiration for
Employment land (South Tyneside 194.23Ha+29.76ha) that then causes houses to
have to be built on Green Belt. Without any sustainable development policies on
Green belt deletion that needs to address the NPPF11 note6 restrictive policies on
Green belt, as there has been no evidenced exceptional circumstances.
NPPF11. Plans and decisions should apply a presumption in favour of sustainable
development. For plan-making this means that:
a) plans should positively seek opportunities to meet the development needs of
their area, and be sufficiently flexible to adapt to rapid change;
b) strategic policies should, as a minimum, provide for objectively assessed needs
for housing and other uses, as well as any needs that cannot be met within
neighbouring areas5, unless:
i. the application of policies in this Framework that protect areas or assets of
particular importance provides a strong reason for restricting the overall scale, type
or distribution of development in the plan area6 Note 6; land designated as Green
Belt, Local Green Space,…
31. Whatever South Tyneside C may be using instead of Ward areas for their
housing allocations, it is not using proportionate pro-rata population. Even a
weighting as a Housing growth area is not proportionate, especially as the land is
forced into Green belt deletion where NPPF restrictive polices apply, with no
evidenced exceptional circumstances.
Green Belt deletion as; South Shields 554, Fellgate 59, Hebburn 160, Boldon 1,243.
Cleadon 231, and Whitburn 397. All as 2644 on Green belt to be released in ST
proposals as disproportionate to pro-rata allocation.
ONS Wards 2017 Mid-Year Estimates actual population as ratios of the Preferred
Option 7000.
28, There is a non-alignment between established Ward areas and the St housing
allocation for 7000 Preferred option resulting in disproportionate excessive housing
allocation within those Wards that also impacts village character, vernacular and
visual amenity . Pro-rata population to decide housing allocation has not been used
or a methodology weighting for Housing growth areas as well in excess of what is
commensurate and reasonable. My full appraisal of the above with Charts and
Tables to evidence the above to arrive as an email to ST Planning Dept and Web site
before 11/10/2019 predicated on 2018NPPF35; a. Positively prepared; No. b;
Justified; No. c. Effective; No. d. Consistent with national policy; No.
1. Your development proposals have not fully considered the problem of overdevelopment onto a semi-rural area. Schools are already over-full, with Cleadon
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residents being turned away from going to the local schools. Many more new
houses will exacerbate the present difficulties.
2. Pollution is already increasing around Cleadon Village, with the roads getting
busier and busier. How much pollution is enough? Surely we already have far too
much pollution, both in the village centre and around the school in the morning and
afternoon.
3. Essential services such as roads, sewage and drainage are already struggling,
more development of green field sites will make things worse.
4.The UK is already short of agricultural land, with over 20% of our annual grain
consumption being imported and 50% of our annual food being imported. The
destruction of agricultural land (per your proposals) is an awful thing to do, more so
as it is unnecessary.
5. Your document quotes ' National Policy', so conveniently you can shrug your
shoulders, sigh and blame central govt. However, it's more shame on you for doing
this. You should be standing up for the people who supported you, elected you, pay
your salaries. You should be doing everything in your power to help the people
reject these awful over-development proposals. The people will back the council in
your fight against central govt. But you have to support the people, avoid being selfserving and helping local greedy developers, who are just after quick profits. The
northeast region has a surplus of houses, Durham and Tyne & Wear already has
many empty properties, also some of the lowest cost houses in UK. Surely this must
have some significance?
6. The East Boldon Metro area is marked in purple. Yes, some areas of this should
and could be redeveloped, all the O' Brien's sites are an eye-sore and their
abandoned buildings aren't attractive for our area. However, not all the purple land
listed is O'Briens, there are also many small but essential businesses in this area,
with many other people working there. These businesses help provide employment
and attract people into the East Boldon and Cleadon area. Please check on this.
7. Environmental destruction and vandalism to Green Belt areas must always be
resisted, we need green spaces as the lungs of the world. Please turn your TV's on
and watch the worldwide demonstrations about this subject, David Attenborough
and other notable figures are now also involved. But where is our Council? They
seem to have an opposite approach, it's more 'Greed is Good', cashing in on the
destruction of vulnerable life-supporting areas, areas that they have been entrusted
to preserve. It's all shocking, you're living too far in the past.
8. Your document quotes Tourism. Exactly how does over-development help
tourism? Nobody wants pollution, traffic jams, environmental damage. Instead
tourists like areas of green belt to be able to walk in, walking through housing
estates is not exactly the same. You're actually going to be driving people away!
I am concerned that the number of houses proposed could destroy the
distinctiveness of the village and put an unsustainable strain on infrastructure and
facilities. I also believe that the Local Plan should prioritise the use of Brownfield
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sites above the use of the Greenbelt. I would further like to object to the
construction of a road bridge over Tilesheds crossing as I believe this will increase
traffic and negative impacts upon air quality an public safety.
Road safety concerns. Extreme amounts of traffic. Poor road infrastructure. House
prices dramatically drop. Schools already full. Damage to natural Wildlife habitat
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not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
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not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
South Tyneside Draft Local Plan Sustainability Appraisal (August 2019)
Strategic Land Review; Boldon and Cleadon SSS Appendix 1+2
I have to object to the proposal outlined in this Strategic land study for the
distribution of houses within the Borough, particularly the Villages of East Boldon
and Cleadon, where a disproportionate number of houses are proposed on selected
sites.
A village is defined as ‘a cluster of buildings formed from communities practicing
subsistence agriculture’. Whilst subsistence agriculture has declined, Villages
remain a place of sociability and defence. They include the Church, the pub, the
Green, the School, the Pond, the local shop. A quite harmonious entity with ample
open spaces and gardens, hedges and trees.
There should be a clear Green Belt or Open fields surrounding them.
May I suggest that, as an example, you read, the Decline of the English Village by
Robin Page, close your eyes and jolly well think hard.
I understand the need to provide more houses, but not anywhere near the density
suggested for East Boldon and Cleadon. The large developments suggested by the
selected sites erode the concept of the Village, creating ‘estates’ of houses where
little account is taken of setting and appearance. Sandpiper View is a classic
example. The smaller sites have been discarded but would provide for selective and
sensitive infill.
Traffic, parking, infrastructure and facilities could and should all then be sensitively
managed, protecting the character of historic settings, safeguarding the countryside
including agriculture, reducing sprawl and protecting neighbouring, towns and
villages from merging.
The growth areas should and can be contained in urban areas/brownfield sites, in
towns and cities where infrastructure needs and costs are generally lower.
The IAMP site on land north of Nissan is to be applauded, but it should be possible
to create a new village to serve the many families that the jobs suggested by the
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development will provide for.
Do please close your eyes and think hard about the present proposals, they really
are not acceptable.
90% of far more suitable brownfield sites have been overlooked with flimsy
evidence that they are unsuitable having been put forward by the local authority.
There is no compelling evidence that the green belt is the only option for this
development and instead, the local authority appear to have made green belt
development their first priority.
The environment; trees, footpaths and cycle routes will be significantly and
negatively impacted by this development and there is no proposal for any mitigation
of these negative impacts.
This development seems to be designed to attract developers, who prefer
undeveloped green belt sites to brownfield sites that require extra work. Wildlife
and the natural habitat appears to have played no part in the consideration of these
sites.
As mentioned above, the development would steamroller over the separate
identities and characters of East Boldon and Cleadon, turning village communities
into one more suburban sprawl. This development would be welcomed and much
needed in the more deprived areas of the borough and it is not desired or required
by the residents of the villages.
For all the reasons above, the policy is neither sustainable nor justified and the
drawbacks and negatives of building on green belt land massively outweigh any
benefits. It is clear that the green belt has been a first, rather than a last resort in
this plan, which breaches National Planning Framework Plans.
I also wish to amplify the concerns of those objecting to the proposed house
building project, which is disproportionately concentrated within Boldon and
Cleadon.
1. CONTRAVENTION OF SPATIAL STRATEGY AND IMPACT ON GREEN BELT:
a) South Tyneside Council’s Spatial Strategy (Policy S1) as outlined in the Local Plan
itself has as a stated objective (point H (iv)) to “Preserve the special and separate
characters of the villages of W Boldon, E Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn”. This
surely cannot be achieved by constantly expanding them to far beyond anything
that might reasonably be called a village, and by filling in the green belt that keeps
them as distinct entities (for example, the combination of the proposed new houses
at Cleadon Lane industrial estate and at North Farm leaves little more than a sliver
of land between Cleadon and East Boldon). And I’m afraid the term ‘green belt
release’ as used in the plan is simply a disingenuous way of saying ‘ignore the green
belt’.
SUMMARY: While I recognise the pressure the council is under to find space for new
homes, I cannot agree with any attempt to further encroach on ANY green belt land,
and feel that the council has been insufficiently rigorous or radical in looking at

the
Strategy

ST0300

Maureen
Skevington

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

ST0302

Lisa Foster

Socilitor

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

Objection

redevelopment of many run down areas of brownfield land in the borough that
would benefit from being totally redeveloped. It’s hard to avoid the suspicion that
the fact that greenfield sites are more attractive / profitable to developers is a major
factor here.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity.
1. Introduction and Preliminary Matters
1.1 ‘Keep Boldon Green’ (“KBG”) is a local residents’ group who represent over
1,000 residents in the Boldon area. KBG accepts there is a need to provide housing
within the South Tyneside district. KBG objects to Spatial Policy S1 (Green Belt
Release) and Policies H3.59-69 which propose:
(1) The removal of 52.44 ha of land from the Green Belt around Boldon for 1243
dwellings (92% of the Boldon allocations); and
(2) 109 dwellings in non-Green Belt land.
1.2 KBG submits that there is inadequate objective evidence to justify allocations in
the Green Belt through material flaws in the Sustainability Assessment (“SA”)
process: in so far as (1) the process failed to test as a comparator option a plan with
no green belt allocations; and (2) the Reg 18 Interim SA (August 2019) (“SA”) scoring
is materially flawed as it fails to give weight to the NPPF Green Belt protections and
(3) there are inconsistent Green Belt stage assessments including in the case of
H3.68, a large greenfield allocation of 138 dwellings with no stage 2 assessment at
all.
1.3 In relation to all of the Boldon allocations, KBG is concerned by the lack of up-todate transport information to demonstrate that the strategic and rural road
network can accommodate the increased traffic. In broad terms, based on
standardised TRICS data from the overall growth in Boldon, allocations would create
in excess of 675 peak hour journeys, and overall from the concentration of housing
growth in Boldon a daily trip generation in the region of 6,750 vehicles. By any
measure this is a serious traffic impact and the lack of an up-to-date assessment of
the impacts on the road network is a material omission in the evidence base.
Consultation problems
1.4 On 13 September 2019 KBG instructed us to write to the Council identifying that
many local residents and the Local Neighbourhood Forum for the Boldon area were
experiencing intermittent problems with access to the Council’s electronic evidence
base which impaired residents’ ability to review the supporting information. We
requested a reasonable short extension to mid-November. On 20 September, the
Council replied refusing to acknowledge the problems and refusing to grant the
short extension (Appendix 1).
Matters and Issues
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1.5 The NPPF paragraph 182 sets out four tests to consider in judging whether a
local plan is “sound”. These include whether it is:
• Positively prepared;
• Justified;
• Effective; and
• Consistent with National Policy.
1.6 For reasons explained below the Reg 18 plan is not positively prepared, it is not
justified nor effective and it is direct contravention of National Policy. The main
criticisms include:
• Lack of up-to-date transport information – Section 2
• Inadequate Sustainability Assessment – Section 3
• Failure to consider Non-Green Belt options – Section 4
• SEA failures in failing to consider alternatives – Section 5
• Inadequate sequential approach to Green Belt assessment – Section 6
• Specific comments in relation to Boldon Green Belt Sites – Section 7
Conclusion
7.17. For the reasons set out above KBG objects to policies:
(1) Policy S1: Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy) Green Belt release
(2) H3.59
(3) H3.60
(4) H3.61
(5) H3.62
(6) H3.63
(7) H3.64
(8) H3.65
(9) H3.66
(10) H3.67
(11) H3.68
(12) H3.69
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity.
Objection to further development in Boldon

3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
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settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity. East Boldon is
revered for its "character" and the plan outlines how important this is to the
borough in Policy S1 b) and h)iv...EBNF consultations have ascertained that this is
what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is the single most important
thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that character is in the emerging
Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help maintain the character in
future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown incrementally with small
increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the largest increase ever with
the Pastures and Paddocks - and that was only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore
unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy the distinct feel and unique
character of East Boldon.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - policy IN3, policy S4:
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made." I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
Spatial Strategy / Policy S1
The Spatial Strategy sets out the general pattern for the distribution of development
over the plan period (up to 2035), and the Port advocate that the policy is extended
to emphasises the support to existing and potential employment sites within the
River Tyne Corridor, to fully capitalise on opportunities for new economic
development.
Reference to the Port of Tyne is made within criterion F, however only to the extent
that it makes reference to the accessibility of the proposed Wardley employment
site, rather than the development of the Port’s estate itself.
We would, therefore, suggest that an additional criterion is added to Policy S1 to
support economic development across the Borough on existing employment sites,
including land along the River Tyne Corridor. This should also include specific
reference to the contribution of the Port. Wording similar to that suggested below
may be appropriate;
‘Support for economic development on existing employment sites, including land
along the River Tyne corridor. This includes land within the ownership of the Port of
Tyne and continued support to the Port in attracting and securing new and growth
sectors to its operations.’
Key Diagram
Policy S1 sets out a general strategy for delivering the Vision and Strategic
Objectives. It is, therefore, essential that there is an element of cohesion
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throughout the STLPPPD, including specific employment policies and allocations
relating directly to the Ports current and future operations.
The policy states “As indicated on the Key Diagram, our Spatial Strategy to 2036 will
focus on delivering sustainable growth that meets the needs for new homes and
employment land…” The Key Diagram can be found on Page 28 (Figure 2), and
although it is not high-resolution (and perhaps just indicative), there seems to be
some discrepancy between this map and the policies in which they relate to.
As an example, the Port of Tyne own McNulty’s Yard (See attached site Plan Appendix A), and the
Key Diagram identifies it as ‘General Employment Area’, but there is no
corresponding site allocation within the relevant associated policy (ED2). In fact, the
site appears to be allocated under the 15.31 hectares of land identified at the Port
of Tyne at Policy ED3, which relates to ‘Provision of Land for Port and Marine Uses.’
Policy E3 specifically supports heavy processing industries and port logistics. To
avoid confusion we would, therefore, suggest that the title within the Key Diagram
should be amended to ‘Provision of Land for Port and Marine Uses’ to avoid any
unnecessary confusion. The Port has additional comments to make in respect of
policy ED3 and these are set out below.
It should also be noted that the Key Diagram appears to show an area of land
between McNulty’s Yard and the Holborn Middle Dock and Windmill Hill Strategic
Site (Policy RG1) as outside of the employment allocation. It appears that this land
forms part of McNulty’s Yard, and should be included within the employment
allocation on the Proposals Map (extract attached – Appendix B).
Draft Policy S1 – Spatial Strategy
6.4 We consider that it is important to secure the sustainability of the Borough’s
villages, including Cleadon, by supporting growth which respects the distinctive
character of the villages. We therefore support this sentiment.
6.5 We also support the Council’s approach of directing new development to the
most sustainable locations in Borough’s villages which offer greater opportunities
for more sustainable modes travel.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity. East Boldon is
revered for its "character" and the plan outlines how important this is to the
borough in Policy S1 b) and h)iv...EBNF consultations have ascertained that this is
what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is hte single most important
thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that character is in the emerging
Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help maintain the character in
future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown incrementally with small
increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the largest increase ever with
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the Pastures and Paddocks - and that was only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore
unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy the distinct feel and unique
character of East Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity. East Boldon is
revered for its "character" and the plan outlines how important this is to the
borough in Policy S1 b) and h)iv...EBNF consultations have ascertained that this is
what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is hte single most important
thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that character is in the emerging
Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help maintain the character in
future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown incrementally with small
increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the largest increase ever with
the Pastures and Paddocks - and that was only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore
unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy the distinct feel and unique
character of East Boldon.
Dear Readers, through the Cleadon Action Group, I have today been informed that
STC is proposing to build a total of 477 houses on two sections of green belt land;
copy of the objections raised is attached for your ready reference.
The deadline for objections to be received by the council has been given as 11th
October but so far, no notices posted around the subject areas. So it would appear
that, this is "planning approval" by the back door.
This is similar to the response to my letter to the STC Planning Department when I
asked how McCarthy and Stone managed to obtain planning permission on Seymour
Court, as they did not meet the government regulations for the number of parking
places, which being 1.75 parking places per 1 or 2 bed apartments. Seymour Court
has 33 one bed apartments and 16 two bed apartments which meant that the STC
Planning Department should have ensured that 86 parking bays should have been
provided; in reality 33 provided.
Response from STC was that McCarthy & Stone had "assured STC that the majority
of the new tenants would not be having a car".
Furthermore I was advised by our local MP that when you took the decision to close
South Shields School, she had been informed that " Recent cabinet meeting in the
Town Hall, councillors took only 15 minutes to come to their decision and that there
was no opportunity for the concerned parents to discuss the matter" - Democracy at
its finest.
I trust that STC will take note of the objections being raised and look to find
alternative land in brownfield sites.
I have found it very challenging to respond to the pre-publication draft Local Plan.
The consultation is in relation to the entire draft Local Plan for South Tyneside, but
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the eight weeks given for the consultation has not long enough for me to be able to
respond to all aspects of the Plan. I have not found the consultation to be long
enough even to be able to respond adequately to site allocations and policies as
they apply to Boldon. Therefore, my comments in this document are limited to what
I consider to be some of the priorities for Boldon, and I reserve the right to provide
further comment following the consultation deadline.
As you will know, Boldon is a very old village that can be traced back hundreds of
years. I think the satellite image below, when compared with the map above, does a
good job of showing how the historic core of Boldon would still be very recognisable
to someone from over 120 years ago. The village identity – both in terms of the built
environment and how it is experienced by many people living in Boldon – has been
strained with developments over the past 40 years. It is arguable that Boldon is
already overdeveloped, with its roads and services also more-or-less functioning at
their capacity.
Unfortunately past developments have meant that many little treasures have gone,
but I see opportunities for new treasures to be created. The quintessential character
of the village (derived from the uniqueness, small scale and separateness of its built
environment set amongst fields and pastures) has not been altogether lost, and the
opportunity is still there for future children in Boldon to enjoy a semi-rural
childhood in a safe clean neighbourhood.
The draft Local Plan sets us on a course that could see the historic core of Boldon
merge with South Shields, together with the merger of West and East Boldon, and
the beginning of an urban sprawl connecting West Boldon with Sunderland and the
IAMP.
While I accept the need to build more housing in South Tyneside, I do not accept the
way that housing is being delivered, and I do not accept the need to build houses in
order to meet market demand or other growth aspirations that do not directly arise
from the actual one-to-one needs of people living in any given town or village.
I am very concerned about the scale of development being proposed in and around
Boldon, and regardless of the housing allocation targets, with so many other
potential sites (including unallocated brownfield) available in South Tyneside, it is
strictly unnecessary to locate a disproportionate volume of development in Boldon.
The 2012 Health and Social Care Act legally abolished the NHS. Since then public
health provision throughout England has been declining. Long standing government
/ NHS England policy to reduce the number of GP practices from 7,500 to just 1,500
in England is backed up by the NHS Long Term Plan published in January 2019. In the
past few years, Boldon has lost the Boker Lane health clinic. Our nearest walk-in
centre at Bunnyhill, has reduced hours and is now accessible by appointment only.
Acute and emergency services at South Tyneside hospital are being transferred out
of the borough. No additional primary care services or NHS dental services are in the
pipeline. Boldon is served by 2 GP practices (at one location) and East / West Boldon
are served
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primarily by one NHS dentist located in East Boldon. H3.59 is one of the largest
housing developments proposed anywhere in the borough. It will artificially and
disproportionately add
thousands more people to Boldon's population over a relatively short period. This
will have a detrimental impact on health care provision in Boldon.
The Local Plan is above all else a plan for “economic growth”. I say this because the
“Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development” at the heart of the NPPF is
clearly being interpreted in such a way that “sustainability” as it applies to
considerations such as (and in particular) the long term permanence of the Green
Belt, wildlife habitat, landscape characteristics and village identity (literally
irreplaceable and priceless assets for people now and in the future), are not being
given the weight they deserve. The policies that recognise and seek to protect such
assets are too easily overridden by “exceptional circumstances” and so these
policies are unable to impose the limits on development that are necessary to
ensure that all development is “sustainable”. Limits are integral to “sustainability”
and all definitions of “sustainability” encompass limits in some form. Sustainable
development in Boldon must know limits, otherwise it is – axiomatically – unending
development that is being sustained, not Boldon's village identity or the
surrounding landscape, or any of the other assets which are not easily compatible
with certain forms of development such as the for-profit volume house building that
accounts for most of the development being proposed in Boldon.
I think that this problem is the result of housing targets and government policies
being imposed upon the planning department of South Tyneside. It appears to me
that the situation has reached a point where it is very difficult for planners to
comply with government and industry expectations at the same time as protecting
the limited and diminishing supply of land in South Tyneside. However, it has to be
said that the needs of for-profit house builders and certain privileged industries are
not truly aligned with the actual needs of the majority of people in South Tyneside.
These very different needs are only aligned to the extent that you accept that there
is no alternative way to ascertain real housing need, no alternative way to deliver
houses and no alternative economic direction.
Most people will acknowledge the need to build more houses, and there are sites
throughout Boldon and throughout the borough where houses can be built in a way
that sustains all kinds of environmental and community assets, but at the same time
most people will expect houses to be built only to satisfy local need, and not
overinflated targets to meet market demand. In my responses to specific site
allocations I have tried to show how Boldon can accommodate some housing
development, but the scale being proposed is unsustainable.
There are still unused brownfield sites in South Tyneside and although developers
will prefer greenfield sites, the preferences of developers to make higher profits,
which leads to the conclusion that certain sites are viable while others are not,
should not be grounds for exceptional circumstances. One of the consequences of

this is that priceless natural and community assets are being destroyed or
impoverished, effectively subsidising the developers. For example, what is the view
from Boldon Hill “Area of High Landscape Value” worth? If H3.62 was to be
developed, then and unacknowledged part of the cost will be shouldered by the
people of South Tyneside. If that cost was quantified and factored in, then the site
might not even be viable from the developers perspective. The logical extension of
this is that all damage done to the environment should be compensated. Every
mature tree that is felled should have a price etc.
This concept applies even more directly where a development is contingent upon
infrastructure (usually road infrastructure) expansion. I suspect that a great deal of
development will turn out to be impractical within Boldon without some significant
road expansion projects. Such projects overwhelmingly benefit the developers, but
it is public money that pays for the expansions, meaning that the people of South
Tyneside are not only loosing their immediate environmental assets and suffering
poorer health consequences, but money that is desperately needed for public
services is channelled into supporting the profitability of development projects (and
in the case of road expansion) it could also be said that it is money being channelled
into prioritising the private car over public transport and other forms of mobility
such as walking and cycling.
The NPPF describes “sustainable development” as having “three overarching
objectives”: economic, social and environmental. But the way way in which
development is being carried forward in South Tyneside, is having a direct
economic, social and environmental cost to the people of South Tyneside. We are
selling the family silver very cheap.
So “sustainable development” does not mean 'sustained development at any cost'.
The application of limits has the power to change the relative value of the otherwise
less desirable sites as seen from a developers point of view.
Brownfield sites that are not being used and sites being regenerated for purposes
other than housing should be prioritised for housing, so “exceptional
circumstances” to deallocate Green Belt in this unsustainable pattern may never
truly exist, and won't exist while these alternatives are available. Further more, the
Local Plan needs to take account of the hundreds of hectares of Green Belt being
deallocated for other developments such as the IAMP, which would suggest that
more than enough Green Belt has already been utilised for economic objectives.
South Tyneside Council declared a climate emergency on July 18th 2019. South
Tyneside Council should be committing to the original motion to make South
Tyneside carbon neutral by 2030. The NPPF states that:
“The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate... it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions... in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
This should add considerable weight to the protection of Green Belt and the
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imperative to prioritise new housing in the urban centres near the public transport
links, and discourage road expansion – which itself consumes more Green Belt.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy)
Overall, our client supports STLP’s strategic strategy to focus on delivering
sustainable growth that meets the needs for new homes and employment land
through ‘Securing the sustainability of our Villages, Cleadon, West Boldon, East
Boldon and Whitburn by supporting growth which respects the distinctive character
of each village’ (criterion b) and ‘directing new development to the most sustainable
locations in our main urban area and villages which offer greater opportunities for
more sustainable modes of travel, encouraging the re-use of suitable and viable
brownfield land and where appropriate, encouraging higher development densities’
(criterion c).
Avant Homes support the Council’s view that Whitburn is a suitable settlement
within the borough which should be allowed to grow. Whitburn is sustainably
located settlement close to South Shields and Sunderland and a popular market
area in which people want to live.
Policy S1 criterion g also states ‘To facilitate sustainable growth we will amend the
Green Belt around the areas of Hebburn, Hedworth and Fellgate, South Shields,
Whitburn, Cleadon, East Boldon, West Boldon and Wardley, creating new defensible
boundaries which positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt’. Our client
supports the release of Green Belt land for the purpose of residential development
in order to meet the housing needs of the Borough and our client agrees that the
release of Green Belt land in villages such as Whitburn will facilitate sustainable
growth and deliver much needed housing in a desirable location.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy sets out the Councils’ strategy in delivering their vision
and strategic objectives for South Tyneside over the plan period. This policy is
generally supported however, where reference is made to protecting the openness
and permanence of the Green Belt, due regard should also be given to paragraph
141 of the NPPF which states the following
“Once Green Belts have been defined, local planning authorities should plan
positively to enhance their beneficial use (emphasis added) , such as looking for
opportunities to provide access; to provide opportunities for outdoor sport and
recreation (Emphasis added); to retain and enhance landscapes, visual amenity and
biodiversity; or to improve damaged and derelict land.”
Although the supporting text of this policy makes specific reference in para 4.10 to
enhancing the Green Infrastructure network to enable residents to easily make
healthy lifestyle choices, no regard is given to the role of outdoor sporting facilities
and playing pitches in achieving this.
Suggested Text for paragraph 4.10
The Spatial Vision states that opportunities to enhance our green infrastructure,
open spaces and sports facilities will allow our wildlife to thrive and provide spaces,
in which people can live, work and enjoy spending their time and it also states that
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our residents should be able to easily make healthy lifestyle choices to improve their
physical and mental health and wellbeing.
Furthermore, I wish to see the implementation of SMART targets for all
environmental goals rather than the vague objectives currently included, and for the
identification of the most optimal sites for renewable energy generation and
conservation interventions.
Policy: S1 Spatial Strategy.
Generally taken at face value this is a good policy. However on closer inspection it is
not sound or sustainable for the following reasons:
Policy S1 states an intention to deliver a ‘clean and green environment’. South
Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on July 18th 2019 to prevent an
environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon
neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy role to
influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that promotes
carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action
plan for the next five years.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate change legislation.
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.

According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S1 does not make clear how these targets will be met. In fact proposals in
Policies H1 and H3 will lead to growth which does not respect the distinctive
character of the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn. Land
for new homes proposed will not lead to the acceptable plan-led development of
these villages. The impact these have had on the community has been considerable
– increased traffic congestion, pressure on local facilities, school places and health
services.
Policy S1 does not reduce emissions and has a negative not positive impact on
climate change in South Tyneside as more traffic will be directed into areas where
there is existing traffic congestion such as busy A184 and New Road in Boldon which
will also be impacted from development in Sunderland’s Local Plan. These roads will
be be affected by increased traffic to and from the IAMP site. This is very worrying
as it will increase noise and traffic pollution to residential areas. More investigation
needs to be carried out into the impact of this Policy particularly in East Boldon,
West Boldon and Cleadon Village which will see a significant increase in traffic with
the loss of much of their Green Belt, which presently gives some protection against
the more damaging effects of traffic pollution.
This policy does not minimise environmental impact as habitats will be lost in many
Green Belt sites under threat. This policy does nothing to conserve or enhance
biodiversity, SuDs policies put forward does nothing to enhance natural
environment. The main concerns about SuDS ponds were related to health and
safety risks, and this outcome was confirmed by a more recent study (Bastien et al.,
2012).
Both studies confirmed that public education and good design and maintenance are
crucial in managing and addressing perceived risks. Education strategies for local
residents should cover:
. The functionality of the surface water management system – where the water
flows, where and why it is stored, where it is released to, what would happen if it
wasn’t there, how it will operate and how it is likely to look in different seasons.
. The benefits afforded to the local community and wider society by the SuDS
system, including children’s education opportunities.
. The design measures in place to mitigate health and safety risks.

. How and when the system is maintained.
. The actions that the local community and amenity users should take to further
minimise health and safety risks (including effective litter control).
. Contact information if a health and safety or maintenance concern is identified.
According to the government’s own 2017 climate change risk assessment, increases
in heavy rainfall and significantly increased risks from surface flooding are likely. The
assessment points to the heavy rainfall and flooding over the winter of 2015/16 as
an example of the costs and disruption that can be caused by extreme weather.
Total rainfall from extremely wet days has increased by 17% since the 1960s. Policy
S1 does not mitigate for effects of Climate change like increased rainfall.
Policy S1 is not sustainable as “Local Plans are legally required to demonstrate how
their policies are in line with legally binding carbon emission reduction targets in the
Climate Change Act 2008, including and understanding of baseline emissions
inherent in future development… “ Local Plans must ensure that the actions and
policies will reduce emissions in line with the trajectory set out in the Climate
Change Act 2008.
Policy S1 Promote equality of opportunity and access and promote good relations
between diverse communities. Distinctive features of villages will be sacrificed to
regenerate South Shields. Development land within town centre has been identified
for hospitality, to promote tourism rather than housing. This is an ambitious plan as
it South Shields not a tourist destination. Focus of this Policy and indeed this plan is
South Shields rather than outlying villages. This Policy only serves to protect South
Shields Town Centre at the expense of the Green Belt. This needs to be reviewed to
restore balance.
Policy S1 does not support economic growth outside of South Shields Town Centre
for example Cleadon Lane Industrial estate is to be regenerated for mixes use, 245
houses are to be built with the loss of economic development sites. Agricultural land
sacrificed for housing. This is next to a development site at North Farm in Boldon
H3.59, SBC003, where 588 houses are proposed, with at least another 700 houses
proposed within approximately a mile radius. So Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate
needs to remain as a source of employment rather than becoming a housing estate.
Policy S1 supports development of the A19 Economic Growth Corridor and SS1
supports redevelopment of the Riverside; however this does not fully support the
needs of the employment needs of the Borough and could limit support for new
employment areas. The “A19 Growth corridor” (IAMP) has required loss of Green
Belt and will require changes to rail and road taking more Green Belt.This must be
taken into account in this Policy document.
Policy S1 does not promote equality in South Tyneside. Should South Tyneside grow
its population in anything like the levels indicated in this Plan, it will need to focus
on providing more affordable housing within the central urban area, where young
people are more likely to want to live. However this land has been reserved for
tourism and building of more hotels and guest houses which are not needed as

South Shields only aspires to be a tourist destination. Far better to build houses that
will be occupied that hotels and guest houses and hotels which will stand empty,
particularly when Green Belt land is at stake. This land in South Shields needs to be
prioritised for housing rather than Green Belt sites allocated in this plan. South
Shields is prioritised over the villages of Cleadon, Whitburn and East and West
Boldon, all of which will lose the distinctive character of their villages in the
unchecked urban sprawl proposed in this Plan. They will begin to merge into one
huge urban area.
Policy S1 does not identify a dispersed approach to Housing as it is disproportionate
in many areas apart from the South Shields Town Centre. For example in East
Boldon where most of allocated land is Green Belt there is a 50% increase in
housing. So this will not provide a better neighbourhood as infrastructure cannot
support the mass development proposed. There is however potential to redevelop
derelict and run down areas of housing in South Shields, particularly around Tyne
Dock area. This needs to be prioritised before deallocating Green Belt land in areas
where it will place an unsustainable strain on infrastructure.
Policy S1 does not promote healthier people and communities as increased traffic
pollution will cause health problems. Removal of the Green Belt in Whitburn,
Cleadon and particularly Boldon will have a negative impact on the health and well
being of the residents. As South Tyneside District Hospital is in process of losing vital
services to Sunderland which will mean down grading and loss of District General
Hospital services which means the health provision in South Tyneside will not meet
the needs of the community.
Policy S1 does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural assets of South
Tyneside. Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. Natural assists
are not protected, in this Plan many of the distinctive features of the villages of
Cleadon, West Boldon, East Boldon and Cleadon will be destroyed. Trees and
hedgerow which currently improve air quality in areas proposed for development
will be destroyed leading to poor air quality. In 1998 most site in this plan were
rejected by the inspector because there was sufficient housing land available:
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
Policy S1 is not positively prepared as most of the housing development is in areas
which do not have the infrastructure to accommodate the proposed development.
For example the population of the Boldon area will be doubled this will lead to
increased traffic congestion, noise and pollution as a result of the volume of
proposed development which will also have significant impact on access to key
services. It will provide an unacceptable 50% increase in the number of homes in

East Boldon forum area which is already suffering from the impact of increased
traffic which is already suffering from the impact of increased traffic which is not
sustainable.
Policy S1 mentions sustainable transport modes which can only mean the Metro,
which is not fit for purpose. New trains and improvements will not be delivered
within the lifetime of this plan. Contracts were awarded to Spain on 18th September
2019. Is this why the transport infrastructure needed to deliver this plan has been
removed from this document? Green cycle tracks on disused mineral lines are being
proposed for use to extend the Metro so how can it be sustainable? These cycle
tracks should remain in place to encourage green transport, like cycling.
Policy S1 fails to protect the retention of the Green Belt as one of the five purposes
of the Green Belt is to check unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas. This Policy
does not show the unrestricted urban sprawl in the village of East Boldon which will
double it housing numbers will suffer from the development in the neighbouring
Sunderland’s Local Plan. In fact much of this policy is misleading is misleading as 18
of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt. So how can this
policy support Green Belt? Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used
for development. However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build
IAMP site, which will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport
infrastructure referred to throughout this plan will take away significant amount of
Green Belt land. Is this another reason why Transport has been removed from this
document?
Policy S1 does nothing to protect the Green Belt and is not consistent with national
policy. In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural
England (CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for
housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’
Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
Policy S1 does nothing to reduce congestion. This policy is focused on economic
growth at the expense of residents in key areas. For example transport plans which
are hidden in plan are not sustainable such as the “level crossing closure”
mentioned on page 37, allocated site H3.1(SBC096) Land at Benton Road I
understand this refers to the closure of two level crossings over Metro line at
Benton Road and Tilesheds nearby which requires major changes to roads, including
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a road bridge over Metro line on a minor road. This will be strain on public purse,
£20 million is sum mentioned in latest Transport figures, and cause both noise and
traffic pollution in residential areas, so not sustainable. This scheme is not
sustainable as it will reroute traffic into quiet residential areas increasing danger to
the public more so than current barrier system. The scale and location of allocated
sites will cause congestion, possibly gridlock at busy times of day.
Policy S1 needs to be reviewed as it does not address green infrastructure. To be
considered robust this Policy must clarify how the Spatial Strategy will contribute to
the distinctive features of specific areas showing how they will be enhanced as this
is not shown it this Policy.
I have previously asked, as part of the Local Plan consultation process, to have the
green belt boundary moved to exclude my property.
During a conversation today with a planning officer, I was left with the opinion that
my request could benefit from the inclusion of some additional information.
The green belt around Strother House Farm has been adjusted to accommodate the
IAMP to the south and east, and Follingsby Park to the west.
This leaves my property as an island of green belt sandwiched between the industry
existing and proposed.
We have had numerous meetings with the IAMP representatives, the Highway
representatives and with the MP. They have all suggested that this is the time to
request a change to the green belt, but none of them were in a position to direct
the change.
I attach a few e-mails to provide a flavour of the discussions to date, a location plan
and a copy of a letter from the MP.
The area I would like to be excluded from the green bely is the area shown as
“Residential” on the location plan.
I feel that I in a position that constitutes exception circumstances and would ask
that due consideration be given to removing this area from the green belt.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
Access to new houses - existing roads totally inadequate.
Doctors - more surgeries required?
Schools - again inadequate
Roads cannot cope with the excess traffic amount of new housing will bring.
Inadequate facilities ie Doctors, Schools - have been informed by the council no
plans to increase these.
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East Boldon is a beautiful village the amount of housing will change this beyond
recognition.
Increased traffic on Boker Lane - the junction at the top is already a huge problem.
Extremely disproportional for the village.

I whole heartedly agree with page one of this document since I have lived in East
Boldon since 1976 and have greatly benefitted from village life and the Green belt
area which allows us to enjoy walks in the countryside with our children and pets,
breath fresh air and take in the beauty of nature and wild life around us.
In 2016 we were horrified with plans of proposed development around East Boldon.
We vigorously opposed these plans under the KEEP BOLDON GREEN campaign.
Now, the proposed development has been raised again in spite of all the objections
by the inhabitants.
We do not need more housing on green fields because:
1. The population here is not increasing it is declining
2. Manufacturing Industry is moving to London, not up North
3. Houses, if built here will not be occupied as they will be difficult to sell
4. If houses are built here, we will lose our tranquil way of life as a close knit village
community
5. All the wild life and greenery will be lost and destroyed, and once gone will never
return
6. The infrastructure required will cause pollution and increase our global CARBON
footprint.
There is no need to build houses on our Green fields.
CPRE states repeatedly that there are enough Brown fields sites in the country to be
built on.
PLEASE REFRAIN FROM DESTROYING OUR GREEN BELT
The infrastructure on what is already stretched would become overwhelmed. The
amount of cars on the roads would lead to delays for commuters. On average
households have two cars. It is totally … To eat into the Greenbelt.
The development will have an adverse effect on road congestion particularly in the
area of the road junction on the road adjoining Bank Top Garage which gives access
to the main Sunderland/Newcastle Road. In addition to this it will add to the levels
of pollution within the existing community.
I and I'm sure the majority of the community in the Boldons are wanting to hang on
to our statys as a village and village life which they thought they had bought into.
However, if these plans for all the new homes to be built in the Boldons go ahead
what green belt are we left with, especially between other nearby communities,
before we are all merged into one whole housing estate with but a few recreational
services which will certainly have a huge impact on the well being of the
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community. New homes have to be built but why so many here.
The Boldons have had their fair share of new builds in recent years, with 1500
houses targeted for the Boldons the level of pollution will be absolutely
phenomenalwith the amount of cars that come with them.
The congestion will be absolutely horrendous. The traffic will be at a standstill on
the New Road which has trouble handling the volume as it is now. The allocation of
so many houses here, 25% of the 100% in all of South Tyneside is totally
unacceptable and unfair. No open spaces left.
The wildlife chased away. Just far too many houses for our VILLAGE!! community.
House after house creating a urban nightmare.
My son has asthma, it is quite well controlled at the minute through the use of
steroids. It scares me to think of the increased traffic and loss of green space could
do to his chest. There is increasing evidence of the effect of traffic fumes on asthma
and I don't want to return to a time of A+E visits and hospital admissions due to
uncontrolled asthma.
Already distisfied with present levels of maintenance of roads and streets. Too
much traffic congestion at key locations at present (metro/shops) not enough
infrastruction to cope with services eg schools/medical. Noise level (traffic)
upsetting.
Green spaces like Farm Road Park vital - in fact more pleasant spaces needed.
This is a village community not a town. Where is the evidence we should plan so
many houses!!
There will be a loss of village identity with such a large number of new houses + East
Boldon will become a Satelite of South Shields. A reduced number of new houses
on Brownfield sites would be acceptable. 1500 houses would need Medical and
Educational facilities to be provided. At present these are not planned for. 15000
houses would add 1500 + cars causing congestion at prime times. Slow moving
traffic would cause higher levels of pollution which would impact upon the
environment + health of the whole community. At present East Boldon is still a
"village" albeit a large one; but a large influx of new housing would be detrimental
by impacting upon the wellbeing of the community and totally altering the character
of the present settlement.
Biodiversity (including loss of greenbelt and wildlife corridors): There will be a distint
loss of village identity. Greenbelt provides a range of wildlife habitat. Greenbelt
cannot be replaced or mitigated against. I like my view from my window.
Infrastructure: The congestion as a result of the volume of proposed development
would have significant impact on access to key services. I'm concerned about
accessing medical services by road.
Pollution: Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon
the environment and health of the community. South Tyneside has recently been
declared a 'Climate emergency' and higher pollution levels will impact further upon
the environment. I'm concerned about my asthma.

ST0350

Kathleen
Ramm

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Object

Mental health and wellbeing: Loss of recreational services and open space will have
a detrimental impact upon the mental health and well-being of the community.
Further development may increase my stress levels.
I agree with everything on page 1 of this document, and would like to add the
following:
Firstly I would like to say that the need for any new houses in the Boldons, Cleadon
and Whitburn is in doubt. The population is declining and is unlikely to increase in
the foreseeable future.
We are at the beginning of a global recession. The advance manufacturing park is
unlikely to attract more people here. It is reported in the Daily Telegraph Business
Section (23.9.2019) that manufacturing industry is moving to London and the South
East. It is not moving north even though wage and other costs are lower in the
north. Business prefers to be in the south.
In fact it has been reported that Hillary's Blinds has moved from its factory in
Washington to a unit in the Advance Technology Park. This is not a good sign. The
outlook for new industry in South Tyneside is not encouraging.
All of the objections listed on page 1 were covered in great detail in our document
of 2016 (Keep Boldon Green Campaign 2016) down to the last bird and butterfly.
However, it must also be remembered that biodiversity in which we are rich, covers
not only that which lives above ground (birds, insects, mammals and butterflies) but
also the rich biodiversity that resides under the soil. Once built over and destroyed,
it is dead and gone forever. There can be no miitgation.
Green fields are essential to our health and happiness. Human beings need open
spaces in nature to exercise and renew themselves and their pets and to
communicate with each other. We are not talking about useless or underused open
spaces. They are all very well used indeed.
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If houses are built on our green fields we become a huge, polluted conurbation and
our village identities are lost. Not only do we not want houses on our green fields,
we do not want the inftasrtucture that will follow.
FLyovers, bridges, bypasses and the like encourage more traffic, more pollution,
more carbon and more global warming.
To Summarise:
Thousands or even hundreds of new houses are neither needed nor wanted in
Boldon and its environs. CPRE states repeatedly that there are enough brownfield
sites in the country and that there is no need to take our green fields.
Any new houses should be few and built on brownfield sites, preferably high rise
dwellings.
I am also opposed to the development at Whitburn, for the same reasons. Please
re-think!
I'm opposed to these developments on green belt, as the greenbelt provides a wide
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range of wildlife. Greenbelt cannot be replaced. Once lost its gone forever. This is
our future + our childrens future.
We need to think of using brownfield. O'briens + where the school is, I haven't a
problem with - it is being re-used in a positive manner. There should be no
development on greenbelt, where there is the option + there is of using brownfield.
We're destroying the ocean with plastic + destroying wild life, + the environment as
well. At least we should try to look at alternatives on brownfield. I am not opposed
to land that has already been built on!
The impact on the community will be great health wise, on the environment, higher
pollution Loss of recreational services being detrimental to all of the above.
I AM ALSO OPPOSED TO THE PLANS FOR WHITBURN FOR THE SAME REASONS.
The green belt, cannot be replaced.
A lot of nature has gone, once gone cannot be replaced.
Brown field should be used as much as possible, + it isn't.
The pollution will be higher + have direct impact on health + community.
The infrastructure of the amount off traffic, schooling + health will have a massive
impact on the area, on key services.
People need open spaces, it creates well being, the feeling of openness + being able
to use recreational services.
AND WHITBURN
Greenbelt provides a range of wildlife habitation which can not be replaced, and
extra pollution will have a direct impact on this together with the health of the
community and loss of village identity.
The loss of open space will also increase the impact on recreational services that are
vital in some cases for mental health and loneliness. The two major factors
associated with the well being of the community in particular, and village life.
Biodiversity: If we lose our green fields we will lose our village identity. We will
become an urban sprawl. Greenbelt is meant to preserve green spaces between
housing developments.
We are fortunate to be well endowed with wildlife in Boldon. Details to be found of
every bird, butterfly, insect and mammal in our "Keep Boldon Green" submission of
2016. Greenbelt, or green fields, once gone, is gone forever.
Infrastructure: Boldon is already congested. More traffic and more flyovers,
bridges etc. will only make matters worse. There can be no mitigation at all.
Pollution. More traffic means more pollution. This will impact badly on biodiversity,
human health and happiness. We are in a climate emergency and we need less
pollution and fewer carbon emissions, not more.
Biodiversity: If our green fields are built over we will lose our biodiversity for ever.
Mitigation for loss of wildlife is not possible. We are well endowed with birds,
butterflies, insects and small mammals in the Boldons and we want to keep it all.
Details to be found in our document of 2016 prepared by Keep Boldon Green.
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If we lose our green se our green fields we become part of South Tyneside's urban
sprawl. The green Belt was and is intended to prevent this. It should remain.
Infrastructure Boldon is already congested.
More traffic and more flyovers, bridges etc creates more pollution and carbon. We
are in a Climate Emergency and we need less pollution and more air to breathe.
Health and Wellbeing We all need open spaces for our health and wellbeing. This is
not optional. It is essential for our physical and mental health. We need clean air
and open spaces to exercise ourselves and our animals. all building must be on
brown field sites if it is needed at all.
I agree with everything overleaf.
Biodiversity If we lose our greenfields we will lose our distinct village identity. We
will become urban sprawl. Greenbelt is meant to preserve green spaces between
housing developments.
We are fortunate in our volume and variety of wildlife. Details to be found of every
bird, butterfly, insect and mammal in our "Keep Boldon Green" of 2016. Once
green fields are built upon, they are lost forever, and the wildlife that lives there.
Mitigation for loss of wildlife is impossible.
Infrastructure Existing infrastructure is inadequate.
More roads, flyovers, bridges etc. will create more traffic, more noise and nuisance,
more pollutionand more climate change. Biodiversity and human health of
residents will be adversely affected.
Health and Wellbeing We all need open spaces for our physical and mental health
This is essential. We also need space to exercise ourselves and our animals.
Infrastructure: The congestion as a result of the volume of proposed development
would have significant impact on access to key services such as schools, doctors'
surgery and shopping parades - which are already under strain with current
volumes.
The roads through Boldon are already conjested due to commuters from
surrounding areas using Boldon as their route to the A19 and Newcastle.
Pollution: Additional and higher levels of pollution will negatively impact the
environment and health of the community. This development opposed South
Tyneside Council's "Climate Emergency", declared on 18/7/19.
Biodiversity: Greenbelt provides wildlife and a village identity. Greenbelt can not be
replaced or mitigated against. Loss of recreational + open spaces will have a
detrimental affect on the mental health and well being of our much loved
community.
The number of houses proposed is out of proportion to the numbers proposed in
other parts of the Borough. This will mean a loss of "village" identity
increase congestion of traffic in an already difficult area for traffic tail backs + would
result in serious pollution and road safety issues.. The proposed Local Plan would
place an intolerable strain on all infrastructure + facilities which is unacceptable.
Areas of Green Belt have been proven to be of high value to the community the
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proposal to build on these will result in the loss of local wild life and spaces which
are enjoyed by a large numbers of our community and play a great part in
combating climate change.
I also worry about the lack of services as the NHS dentist in Boldon is taking on no
new patients, East Boldon Infants School is at maximum capacity and the level of
traffic, causing pollution, on Front Street at peak times means cars are already at
stand still and backed up between the two sets of traffic lights. The infrastructure in
Boldon could not cope with this level of new residents and will take away the village
feel.
The proposed development will have a catastrophic on Boldon, resulting in loss of
Green Belt, and agricultural land, the roads around the village area already
gridlocked and because it is in a conservation area there is no way that they can be
widened.
This village was not created to be turned into another urban sprawl. It has its own
identity, which would be lost if further development is allowed to take place
unacceptable loss of greenbelt and wildlife activity.
The proposed development would result in the loss of Green Belt and agricultural
land, which also provides for a range of wildlife habitat.
The roads around the village are already gridlocked, the impact of further
development will increase pollution which will have a direct impact on the
environment + health of the community.
Loss of open spaces for children to use will impact on their health and well being
and their mental health.
Pollution will rise amongst an ageing population which will put further strain on
public services.
There is ample brownfield sites in South Tyneside.
It is wholly disproportionate to target one area in this way.
Biodiversity If we lose our greenfields we we lose our village identity. We will
become part of a South Tyneside urban sprawl. Greenbelt is meant to preserve
open spaces between housing developments.
We are fortunate to be reasonably well endowed with wildlife and biodiversity in
the Boldons. Details of every bird, insect, butterfly and small mammals can be
found in our document "Keep Boldon Green" of 2016. Greenbelt and greenfields,
once built over are gone forever, and the wildlife with it. Mitigation measures for
wildlife are impossible.
Infrastructure Boldon is already congested and polluted by traffic fumes. More
roads, bridges, flyovers etc will make things much worse. This would impact badly
on human health and happiness. We are already in a climate emergency and a
wilflife emergency.
Health and Wellbeing We all need open (green) spaces for our physical and mental
health. This is essential, not optional. We need clean air and green open spaces to
exercise ourselves and our animals.
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It is sad that the proposal is to build on green belt land with the resulting loss in
amenities. When I moved here in 1976 we had a doctor, funded library and mother
& baby clinic - plus a care home. All these have gone.
I believe that there is plenty of 'brown' sites in South Tyneside to build affordable
housing. It is this that is required not 'luxury' homes.
Also the school is under pressure now.
The International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP) will produce increased
traffic flows. This combined with increase in traffic as a result of the proposals
contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious pollution and
road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of local adults
and children alike.
The concentration of houses planned for the village of East Boldon alone is totally
disproportionate to the rest of the borough.
The calculation of houses needed is based on outdated figures.
There are plenty of brownfield sites in the south Tyneside area on which to build
houses.
Our green spaces must be protected as loss of recreational space/services and open
spaces has a detrimental impact on mental health and well being of the community.
Village identity will be lost along with wildlife habitat.
INCREASE IN TRAFFIC IS OF MAJOR CONCERN ALREADY A HUGE PROBLEM IN EAST
BOLDON

Please see my individual comments in response to the Strategic Land review
below: This is a small village, which is already extremely busy. More houses would
be detrimental to the immediate area. We would be losing our green belt and the
varied wild life would be lost. The school's are oversubscribed, children's health is a
concern as the more traffic and pollution. You are building so many houses in South
Shields and Hebburn on brown field sites, so why do you need to take our Green
Belt.
Please see my individual comments in response to the Strategic Land review
below: The Amazon has lost 20% of its lungs, so why take East Boldon's away. More
houses equals more cars equals more pollution equals more children with breathing
problems. I believe that the local schools are oversubscribed, so where are you
going to put more children, if more people come to the area. Front Street is very
busy now, with more houses and cars it will be horrendous. Where will our local
wildlife go. Why take our green belt, with lots of brown field areas already being
built on.
Please see my individual comments in response to the Strategic Land review
below: I have concerns over increase in traffic and the safety of children playing on
the Paddock estate. Please tell me what you proposals are for managing traffic and
where you propose to build exactly. What will the traffic routes be and how would
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plant access be controlled? Also, what about the increase in traffic additional
housing would bring. Concern over the loss of green belt land and the detrimental
effect it will have on the local wildlife habitat. I'm concerned over the loss of space
and possible detrimental effects on air quality and noise pollution. This could
supress the value of our existing property. The quality of life of ourselves and our
children would be reduced. Our views of the area are likely to be spoiled. The same
applies to the look and nature of this village area. I object to further building in the
areas adjacent to the Paddock estate for the above reasons and urge you to prevent
building in those areas.
Further Comments:
Biodiversity
There will be a distinct loss of village identity. Greenbelt provides a range of wildlife
habitat. Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
Infrastructure
The congestion as a result of the volume of proposed development would have
significant impact on access to key services and an unsustainable strain on facilities.
A lady in Whitburn bought a new four bedroom house near Whitburn Academy. It
was one of a small number of houses built at the time. She applied to get her 4
children, all of varying ages, into the local schools and failed to get them into ANY.
They were dispersed far and wide to schools in various areas. None of them were
near home. It was documented in the local press at the time.
Pollution
Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon the
environment and health of the community. South Tyneside has recently declared a
‘Climate emergency’ and higher pollution levels will impact further upon the
environment.
Mental Health and Well-being
Loss of recreational services and open space will have a detrimental impact upon
the mental health and well-being of the community
This plan is a U-turn on what a Government spokesman said in a Telegraph article
back in 2015;
A Department for Communities and Local Government spokesman said: “Planning
policy maintains strong protections for the Green Belt.
“Our proposals only relate to housing that has been included in a neighbourhood
plan, designed by the local community and approved by local people in a
referendum.
“Ultimately our planning reforms mean that local people decide where
developments should and shouldn’t go.
Over the lasr 15-20 years or so the Boldons have already nearly doubled in size with
the development of well over 1,000 new properties on multiple sites. There will be
a distinct loss of village identity.
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Greenbelt provides a range of wildlife habitat. Greenbelt cannot be replaced or
mitigated against Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact
upon the environment and health of the community. South Tyneside has recently
declared a 'Climate emergency' and higher pollution levels will impact further upon
the environment. Loss of recreational services and open space will have a
detrimental impact upon the mental health and well-being of the community.
I came to the village two years ago. My family and I are still on the waiting list for
the dentist. We are still to be allocated a doctor in the area too. How can our
small village sustain more families when it can barely sustain the ones that it
currently has? I live on a very busy road; within the short amount of time that I
have been here, I have witnessed four accidents at the junction near my house:
A184/Boker Lane. With an increased amount of traffic in the area, how will this
junction be made safer? What is the council proposing to do to support the traffic
network when it is already at dangerous levels? The congestion as a result of the
volume of proposed development would have significant impact on access to key
services. Additionally, this increased traffic will result in higher levels of pollution
which will have a direct impact upon the environment and my family’s health.
My daughter attends the local school, which is also at capacity, or close to capacity.
Firstly, where are the new families’ children going to attend school as there isn’t
room in the present one? Secondly, the school itself has major parking problems;
even if there were spaces made available, how can this small area cope with even
more cars trying to park round or near the school? At some point there will be an
accident on North Road as it is so crowded with cars – not all parents are able to
walk to pick up their children, a lot of them drive straight from work to collect them
so the area will continue to be busy. Adding more children will only exacerbate the
situation further. How are the council planning on educating the children who are
new to the area and how is the parking situation going to be addressed?
Finally, I came to this village not knowing anyone, yet I have been accepted into the
heart of it and found it to be a wonderful place to live. The people here are so
friendly, welcoming and are proud of its identity; I am proud to be part of it too. We
are only a small village but adding this many houses will nearly double the village in
size and will potentially ruin the wonderful community spirit that we have. We have
a distinct character within South Tyneside and blurring our boundaries will lose that
forever. I would like the council to seriously reconsider where these houses are to
be placed and particularly the amount of houses that have been allocated to our
beautiful area. I would urge the council to view the bigger picture and consider how
the area will be able to support these families in terms of health and education and
obviously the severe impact that this will have on the environment.
The proposed developments will result in a distinct loss of greenbelt, village identity
and wildlife habitat that cannot be replaced or mitigated against. The congestion as
a result of the proposed development will have significant impact on access to key
services and increase congestion and pollution. Additional and higher levels of
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pollution will have a direct impact upon the environment and health of the
community which has recently declared a ‘Climate emergency’.
From experience it is currently not unusual for west bound traffic on New Road
Boldon to queue from Boldon Comprehensive school to Asda. Similarly, it can take
me 10 minutes to exit my estate on the A184 due to the volume of traffic (not to
mention the speed of the traffic but don’t get me started on that subject). Again,
during peak times, it is not unusual for east bound traffic on this road to queue from
the Travelling Man public house to Bank Top and the junction with Hylton Lane. I
can therefore only image the consequences should some or all of these proposed
developments go ahead. In the years that I have lived at this address I have seen
the traffic increase exponentially. Where once the east bound traffic used to queue
up to our access drive it now goes as far as the Travelling Man and the ‘rush hour’ is
more like a rush ‘two hour’. Any further developments in or around ‘The Boldons’
will simple exacerbate the current climate emergency.
I fully support the Keep Boldon Green Campaign
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• A distinct loss of character and identity for Boldon with a blurring of boundaries
between neighbouring towns and villages. For example a loss of boundary between
Boldon and South Shields near the site H3.59. This is referred to in the supporting
documentation (Green Belt Review Stage 3) as it states: ‘development in this area
would reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between Boldon and South Shields still
further and would increase pressure on the remainder’ (3.79)
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in East
Boldon is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within East Boldon should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as provision
of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its impact on
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the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within East Boldon. I believe that brownfield land should be used in preference
to Green Belt land and that its use should be prioritised (along with other
brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in preference to existing Green Belt sites.
This should be an explicit requirement of the Local Plan.
FURTHER QUESTIONS TO ANSWER IN DETAIL PLEASE:
How can you justify housing in such large numbers when the infrastructure of the
village cannot withstand?
How can you expect villages to get a realistic approach of what things would look
like with infrastructure, when you hide or do you not put forward the proposed
bridges in three places which would have to be extremely large and unattractive?
Can you give me an accurate height and length that bridges would have to be in
order to scale the electric lines of the Metro system? Note, this is highly relevant as
it is about the aesthetics of the villages.
There are 520 homes which are not used in the borough currently, why not utilize
them and make for more green fields?
Why are you not making more use of Brownfield sites, can you list for me the sites
that have been in contention and why you have decided not to use them?
Do you feel that the housing In the greenbelt areas proposed will address the issue
of affordable housing? Any property in those areas would be far more expensive
due to markets forces that would actually be deemed affordable?
Why are use play parks when they will be more children that need more amenities?
Do you not agree with this proposal unnecessarily changes the special character
that the villages of Boldon currents have?
What service have you carried out that will show what the effect is on biodiversity
and wildlife in the areas?
Have you studied the main route through the Boldons and how busy it is? Often
queues run half a mile to 3/4 of a mile back in both directions. Have you studied this
I can provide you with pictures if you would like?
Government policy is to make areas pollution free where there is traffic, take for
example the Tyne Bridge and Newcastle. How therefore does increased congestion
of another 3000 cars based on 1500 houses work in this situation?
Have you considered that once greenbelt is taking up a cannot be reinstated?
If myself and a group of people can demonstrate that there were alternative sites
would you listen?
Do you think East Boldon has the capacity for this scale of development?
Do you think the impact of building on greenbelt during a Climate Emergency is
going to be positive?
Do you think traffic congestion and air quality will be affected by the proposals?
Do you think the general health and wellbeing of our community may be affected by
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the proposed building?
Do you think that wildlife may be affected by the proposed development?
• A distinct loss of character and identity for Boldon with a blurring of boundaries
between neighbouring towns and villages. For example a loss of boundary between
Boldon and South Shields near the site H3.59. This is referred to in the supporting
documentation (Green Belt Review Stage 3) as it states: ‘development in this area
would reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between Boldon and South Shields still
further and would increase pressure on the remainder’ (3.79)
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in East
Boldon is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within East Boldon should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as provision
of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its impact on
the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within East Boldon. I believe that brownfield land should be used in preference
to Green Belt land and that its use should be prioritised (along with other
brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in preference to existing Green Belt sites.
This should be an explicit requirement of the Local Plan.
FURTHER QUESTIONS TO ANSWER IN DETAIL PLEASE:
How can you justify housing in such large numbers when the infrastructure of the
village cannot withstand?
How can you expect villages to get a realistic approach of what things would look
like with infrastructure, when you hide or do you not put forward the proposed
bridges in three places which would have to be extremely large and unattractive?
Can you give me an accurate height and length that bridges would have to be in
order to scale the electric lines of the Metro system? Note, this is highly relevant as
it is about the aesthetics of the villages.
There are 520 homes which are not used in the borough currently, why not utilize
them and make for more green fields?
Why are you not making more use of Brownfield sites, can you list for me the sites
that have been in contention and why you have decided not to use them?
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Do you feel that the housing In the greenbelt areas proposed will address the issue
of affordable housing? Any property in those areas would be far more expensive
due to markets forces that would actually be deemed affordable?
Why are use play parks when they will be more children that need more amenities?
Do you not agree with this proposal unnecessarily changes the special character
that the villages of Boldon currents have?
What service have you carried out that will show what the effect is on biodiversity
and wildlife in the areas?
Have you studied the main route through the Boldons and how busy it is? Often
queues run half a mile to 3/4 of a mile back in both directions. Have you studied this
I can provide you with pictures if you would like?
Government policy is to make areas pollution free where there is traffic, take for
example the Tyne Bridge and Newcastle. How therefore does increased congestion
of another 3000 cars based on 1500 houses work in this situation?
Have you considered that once greenbelt is taking up a cannot be reinstated?
If myself and a group of people can demonstrate that there were alternative sites
would you listen?
Do you think East Boldon has the capacity for this scale of development?
Do you think the impact of building on greenbelt during a Climate Emergency is
going to be positive?
Do you think traffic congestion and air quality will be affected by the proposals?
Do you think the general health and wellbeing of our community may be affected by
the proposed building?
Do you think that wildlife may be affected by the proposed development?
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in East
Boldon is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within East Boldon should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as provision
of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its impact on
the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within East Boldon. I believe that brownfield land should be used in preference
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to Green Belt land and that its use should be prioritised (along with other
brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in preference to existing Green Belt sites.
This should be an explicit requirement of the Local Plan.
FURTHER QUESTIONS TO ANSWER IN DETAIL PLEASE:
How can you justify housing in such large numbers when the infrastructure of the
village cannot withstand?
How can you expect villages to get a realistic approach of what things would look
like with infrastructure, when you hide or do you not put forward the proposed
bridges in three places which would have to be extremely large and unattractive?
Can you give me an accurate height and length that bridges would have to be in
order to scale the electric lines of the Metro system? Note, this is highly relevant as
it is about the aesthetics of the villages.
There are 520 homes which are not used in the borough currently, why not utilize
them and make for more green fields?
Why are you not making more use of Brownfield sites, can you list for me the sites
that have been in contention and why you have decided not to use them?
Do you feel that the housing In the greenbelt areas proposed will address the issue
of affordable housing? Any property in those areas would be far more expensive
due to markets forces that would actually be deemed affordable?
Why are use play parks when they will be more children that need more amenities?
Do you not agree with this proposal unnecessarily changes the special character
that the villages of Boldon currents have?
What service have you carried out that will show what the effect is on biodiversity
and wildlife in the areas?
Have you studied the main route through the Boldons and how busy it is? Often
queues run half a mile to 3/4 of a mile back in both directions. Have you studied this
I can provide you with pictures if you would like?
Government policy is to make areas pollution free where there is traffic, take for
example the Tyne Bridge and Newcastle. How therefore does increased congestion
of another 3000 cars based on 1500 houses work in this situation?
Have you considered that once greenbelt is taking up a cannot be reinstated?
If myself and a group of people can demonstrate that there were alternative sites
would you listen?
Do you think East Boldon has the capacity for this scale of development?
Do you think the impact of building on greenbelt during a Climate Emergency is
going to be positive?
Do you think traffic congestion and air quality will be affected by the proposals?
Do you think the general health and wellbeing of our community may be affected by
the proposed building?
Do you think that wildlife may be affected by the proposed development?
400 houses are due to be built at the back of our house. I am concerned about the
distinct loss of village identity that this building process will bring. The fields off
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Boker lane are Greenbelt and provide a range of wildlife habitat. We feel that
biodiversity has not been considered during the process thus far.
The proposed volume of the development off Boker lane will have a significant and
negative impact on the local infrastructure. The sheer volume of additional vehicles
as a result of the 400 new properties will cause significant congestion and impact on
access to key services.
Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon the
environment and health of the community.
South Tyneside has recently declared a ‘Climate emergency’ and higher pollution
levels will impact further upon the environment.
The loss of open, green spaces not only to the back of our property but to the wider
Boldon area will have a significant impact on the health and wellbeing of local
residents. The lack of open, outdoor space will be detrimental to the mental health
of many.
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I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside. This is in support of the Keep Boldon Green campaign.
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• A distinct loss of character and identity for Boldon with a blurring of boundaries
between neighbouring towns and villages. For example a loss of boundary between
Boldon and South Shields near the site H3.59. This is referred to in the supporting
documentation (Green Belt Review Stage 3) as it states: ‘development in this area
would reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between Boldon and South Shields still
further and would increase pressure on the remainder’ (3.79)
I am opposed to the proposed development within the Boldon area of South
Tyneside for the following reasons, which are in support of the Keep Boldon Green
campaign (previously reported upon in July 2016) Road Infrastructure
Road infrastructure (including the proposed road bridge) – the traffic on our already
very busy roads will increase dramatically if development in Boldon and others in
the area go ahead – and even more so if the road bridge is built. Where will the
Metro station car park be?
Road Bridge- The road bridge, proposed to replace Tileshed and Benton
Road/Boldon Lane level crossings, will open up development of 4 sites outside of
Cleadon, but it is Cleadon which will be most affected by the increase in traffic these
developments will cause; and the bridge will attract; and the congestion it will
cause. Development within the village, and also in Whitburn, will also cause a huge
increase in traffic on all roads through Boldon to join the main ‘strategic network’ at
Testos, and also on routes to Sunderland and South Shields. The road bridge will
also be constructed on Green Belt land. There will also be great impact on the green
infrastructure and biodiversity of the area the bridge will cover. As no details are
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given in the draft Plan, this prevents full public scrutiny and detailed consultation on
the impact the bridge will have.
Pollution will increase across the area due to the construction of the development
sites and the road bridge. The road bridge will also allow for more development, an
increase of traffic, and the ensuing congestion and pollution caused by this. The
main pollutants which affect human health are generated by road traffic. Traffic
programmes should be aimed at alleviating congestion (e.g. Testos and Lindisfarne).
Why has it been suggested that to save time at the level crossing (which would be
caused by the Nexus proposal to replace the half barriers with full barriers) the
health of our residents should be put at risk? How could this ever be mitigated?
Pollutants from traffic fumes are also known to have a detrimental effect on
biodiversity. It is not just humans who will suffer.
There will also be a greater amount of noise pollution caused by the amount of
traffic using the bridge.
Infrastructure – We do not have the infrastructure in Boldon to support the increase
in population that the development will bring. The schools are already oversubscribed and there will be competition from development in the surrounding area
for registering at Doctors’ surgeries in South Shields and Whitburn.
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.
Protecting our Greenbelt.
Obviously 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
comment: “The development of these sites would result in the loss of an area of
Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built up area”. According to the government
“Brownfield sites should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be used for
development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES”.
Enhancing our Green Infrastructure.
These sites form part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRIDOR. How on earth can
your assessor state that the development of 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 INFRASTRUCTURE NOT
ENHANCING IT.
Protect enhance and promote South Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets.
A distinct loss of character for Boldon with the blurring of boundaries between
neighbouring towns and villages. For example between Boldon and South Shields
near the H3.59 site. This is referred to in the supporting document-Green Belt
Review Stage 3 as it states:
'development in this area would reduce the gap, in terms of distance between
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Boldon and South Shields still further and would increase pressure on the
remainder' (3.79).
Promote sustainable transport and accessibility.
More houses WILL result in even more traffic congestion. Driving through East and
West Boldon is already a nightmare and result in more grid lock
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGATIVE.
Ensure the vitality of our town centres and villages.
Oh and by the way we usually DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a
parking space near East Boldon Metro to take us to Sunderland/Newcastle. If your
assessor had any local knowledge they would know this.
This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.
Promote healthier people and communities.
How can you possibly state that building these houses MAY also contribute to
improving living standards (for whom?). How can you claim that building this large
number houses will REDUCE HEALTH INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. I 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!
I think we have covered MANY such negative effects in the points above.
Assessment Summary.
Your summary states that overall the use of this GREENBELT site for building houses
would have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).
East Boldon has got to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of a village
have been saturated (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 RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being added in (477) or within
200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundary).
Draft Policy S1: Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy)
1. Our client would generally support the Spatial Strategy set out in Policy S1 which
seeks to support and secure the sustainability of the villages such as Cleadon.
Cleadon is one of three ‘satellite villages’ located within the Green Belt, along with
Boldon (East & West) and Whitburn. The three villages accommodate approximately
17% of South Tyneside’s population and are considered by the Council to be
accessible, well performing and popular settlements. Cleadon itself has a population
of around 8,500.
2. The Sustainability Appraisal (August 2019) states that there are accessible bus
networks in Cleadon, with metro and rail connections available in nearby Boldon.
Cleadon has a wide a range of key community facilities but does not have a
secondary school or GP surgery within the settlement. However, it is acknowledged,
due to the proximity of each of the villages to service centres, these community
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needs are addressed elsewhere without reliance on long distance trips. 3. The land
at Red Lodge, Sunniside Lane, Cleadon (Figure 1 below), is identified as BC51a by the
Council’s SLR Sustainability Appraisal. This follows on from the Strategic Land
Review in 2016,
where the site was considered as part of a much larger site. The site extends
approximately 4.1ha and is broadly triangular in shape. It is generally flat and
currently in use for a mix of paddocks and grazing.
2. The brownfield sites within the South Tyneside area combined would create over
the 5,000 new houses required by 2036. As per point 1, there is no actual need to
build on green belt land, therefore no ‘exceptional circumstances’ are met.
3. There is currently (2.8%) 2,003 vacant homes already in South Tyneside which
should be firstly addressed to understand if:
3.1. There is a need for additional homes if there are already in excess of 2000
homes that are not vacant – Please share your capacity and demand analysis.
3.2. Points 2 & 3 combined again would lead to a surplus of homes without the need
to build on green belt sites.
5. Current residents are unable to obtain places within the current district of the
Dentist, GP and schooling. Specifically residents are unable to obtain places to
Whitburn and St Wilfreds schooling. With South Tyneside and Sunderland City
hospital merge an additional 1000+ population of a village with 8,457 residents
would push already saturated resources further.
Increasing the population with basic statistical measures used within the draft local
plan would be extremely short sighted and requires further deep dive to understand
the impact of existing residents.
For example the Cleadon population age distribution has a significantly higher
percentage of elderly residents (54.3% of 65years+) this in turn creates additional
pressures on current NHS facilities as per 2018 NHS digital advising that patients
over 45 years of age access NHS resources by 44% more as to those who are aged
under 45.
South Tyneside and Sunderland hospital (2019 CCG report) advise they are already
failing the national 2 week wait targets and both maternity services and learning
disability requiring improvement.
A & E targets have been failed for the last two years and the Friends and Family
tests for inpatients are below national standards.
The local plan needs to address and understand that health and social care is
already failing national requirements with the current population. As residents we
are already accessing below standard services and the impact to access below par
services will be further exhausted.
By increasing the population by what will be 10% will be detrimental to the
infrastructure, the people who reside there and I wish to have transparency of the
strategic plans for the following:
5.1. Facilities for additional school placements
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5.2. Facilities associated with outdoor sports or recreation
5.3. Facilities for cemeteries
5.4. Facilities for additional:
5.4.1. Dentist
5.4.2. General Practitioner
5.4.3. Health and social care places
5.5. Procedures to assess builds and reviewing needs prior to 2036
Please advise of the impact and mitigation of additional housing to your ‘Healthier
people’ South Tyneside vision strategy?
As previously addressed, the population within Cleadon is majority over 65 years of
age and I do not believe South Tyneside council has completed their duty of care to
these residents by making them aware of the developments in a manner which is
inclusive for the whole population. I would state that the method of communication
has been most discriminatory to the most venerable members of our society.
I also wish to propose that the greenbelt sites in Cleadon have been selected for
their attractiveness to potential housing organisations and therefore the revenue
South Tyneside would accrue as a result, rather than the need to build houses on
greenbelt sites.
On a final note, I wish to conclude that there is a disproportionate number of
houses proposed for the size of Cleadon village, the impact to resident’s quality of
life, well-being and safety will all be negatively impacted. The distinctiveness and
character of the village will worsen and the basic facilities that should be provided
(roads, schools, health care etc.) will not be able to support or sustain the residents.
My husband and I wish to object to the plans for new developments in Cleadon
Village. Congestion in the village is bad enough now. With more houses it can only
get worse. The school in the village is full now. Where will the new children be
taught. There will be more noise from the increase of cars on the road and parking
in the village will be impossible. The proposed new road bridge will cause chaos.
Heavy lorries causing pollution. Noise ,dirt and dust. When we moved into Cleadon
Village, we were told the green belt opposite would never be built on. Within a few
years 2 estates were built. Now the green belt is to be eroded again. Leave Cleadon
Village as it is.
3. Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. This would affect the value of houses in East Boldon; the village would no
longer be a desirable place to live as a semi-rural community. Instead it would
become a large conurbation annexed to the town of South Shields.
I have great concerns regarding the impact the proposed plan will have on greenbelt
land which includes the loss of important wildlife habitats permanently. The
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negative impact on the environment will be further exacerbated by the complete
lack of infrastructure in place to handle the additional number of cars and co2
pollution associated with traffic. In the current climate of worldwide concern
around environmental issues I find it disgraceful that the council would even
consider destroying greenbelt when alternatives are available. The lack of
information around the process the council have gone through to reach this
decision is also unacceptable and draws further criticism. The above factors will
have a detrimental effect on East Boldon as an area and the wellbeing and mental
health of its residents. I have a young family and the lack of regard the council has
shown for safeguarding their future in the local areas is shocking. The
aforementioned issues cannot be mitigated against and I, along with many other
residents, propose the plan is withdrawn.
South Tyneside Draft Local Plan (Regulation 18) Consultation
I refer to your consultation on the South Tyneside Local Plan (Regulation 18)
(hereafter referred to as the Plan). Sunderland City Council (SCC) welcomes the
opportunity to engage on the preparation of the Plan. SCC generally supports the
aims and direction of the Plan and its embedded strategic objectives. Our comments
are set out below in theme order.
Future Engagement
SCC appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed South Tyneside Local
Plan and looks forward to further constructive discussions regarding the matters
raised through this representation.
As Councillor for Fellgate & Hedworth Ward I strongly object to any developments
on our green belt land I have asked residents to send you specific reasons why their
particular proposal should be rejected Regards Cllr Alan Smith
Response to Pre-Publication Local Plan (Consultation Period August 19th to October
11th 2019)
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside due to:
The proposed increase in population in the borough is flawed data yet being utilised
to encourage on green belt. This development is disproportionate to building
planned elsewhere in the borough.
2. Village life
The character of the few villages we have within South Tyneside will be lost forever.
If I wanted to live in a totally urban area with all its facilities, I would have stayed in
Newcastle rather than moving here 22 years ago. I had to leave due to the
congestion, increase in people & car use and general oppressiveness of an urban
environment. Developing East Boldon (nearly doubling its size) will ruin the
character and nature of the village. You should want to protect this rather than
destroy it. The village life we have will become diluted and become impersonal –
which again can damage mental health as the community spirit we have will
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disappear. I can’t help think that an increase in population will bring an increase in
crime. Again, I left Newcastle to reduce exposure to this.
3. Pollution & traffic
It is already horrendous to travel out and into East Boldon due to the significant
increase in traffic that travels through the village. This has increased tremendously
since I have lived here, especially in the last 6 to 8 years. Doubling the size of
housing will increase this even more. Physical health will be affected and I am
worried for my husband has asthma which pollution can be very damaging. The
local lollipop man developed chest issues because of vehicle pollution. Congestion
can be terrible at times. Access into my house is affected now due to parking
problems and the main road is frequently choked with traffic. How will emergency
services etc. attend when needed?
4. Health and wellbeing
As stated above, my physical and mental health, stress levels and physical health
and that of my family (3 children & husband) will be significantly negatively affected
by the size of this development which concerns me greatly. Any increase in pollution
exposure, lack of open space, increase in population & crime would be devastating
adding to more stress and mental health deterioration.
5. Services
Our schools and doctors are already over stretched yet they will be expected to
cope with such an increase in population. This could lead to recruitment and
retention of staff problems due to overwork and stress which would then reduce
the level of excellent service and access we have in addition to the increase in
demand. This worries me greatly with in increasing elderly population and for my
own family.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside due to:
1. Use of Green Belt
The use of green belt for development of housing would be absolutely dreadful.
There is so little of it located with South Tyneside that it should be protected at all
costs. Urban creep will have East Boldon join with other areas within a number of
years as there are only a few fields between East Boldon, Sunderland and other
areas of South Tyneside. One development will lead to another.
I cherish the few open spaces we have. Working in mental health NHS services, I see
the positive impact such open spaces can have, allowing exercise, appreciation on
open, green spaces, reduces my stress and anxiety from work and daily living. I rely
on these spaces 4-5 x a week for walks and enjoyment without having to travel and
pollute the area. I have set up a local walking group who utilise this green land for
company, wellbeing and exercise which will stop unless we walk around the streets
and breathe in the accompanying pollution. I will be devasted if they disappear. I
see many, many people from the area use these green spaces, stop to chat and
enjoy community contact. This would have a massive impact if it could no longer
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happen.
The diversity of wildlife will be decimated. What could look like untidy or scrub land
has a vast number of insects, other fauna and flora that you will destroy. Wildlife
diversity is rapidly disappearing on the planet which again should be kept at all
costs.
There are brownfield sites available in the borough yet these are not being used –
why not? Green belt is too easy to use but once lost, it is lost forever. The council
should be proud of having this in it’s borough and cherish, not destroy.
I am also concerned about potential flooding risk caused by excessive development
due to the high-water table and water courses we have flowing in this area.
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
STTAG put forward that The Draft Local Plan is in direct contravention of the NPPF
and must offer Trees greater protection.
Page 12 Subsection 1.21
‘Since we undertook our last consultation the National Planning Policy Framework
was revised in July 2018 and more recently in February 2019. The “presumption in
favour of sustainable development” continues to sit at the heart of the NPPF.’
The proposed Local Plan states:
Policy S1: Spatial strategy, page 26 b)iii
‘Proposals should create a sustainable attractive landscape through the retention of
existing Trees’
The fact South Tyneside Planning Officers were in favour of Karbon homes original
plans that would have seen most mature established trees on site H3.63 felled, even
though this is also a conservation area shows that the NPPF, sustainability appraisals
and the Proposed Local Plan are nor currently being followed. The Draft Local Plan
must offer Trees greater protection.
3-0 Distinctiveness of the village of West Boldon:
3-1 The number of houses proposed in the DLP will obliterate the distinctiveness of
West Boldon village. Although the DLP suggests otherwise, it seems beyond belief
that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing settlement
beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity.
Spatial Strategy / Policy S1
Spatial Policy S1 states that land for new employment development will;
‘Be provided for on the new allocation at Wardley which is attractive to the market
with good access to the strategic road network, Port of Tyne and the potential
reopening of the Leamside Line.’
The reference to Wardley at Strategic Policy S1 is welcomed and with reference to
its accessibility to both the strategic highways network and the Leamside Line. It
should also be highlighted that the existing rail connection at the site can currently
be utilised and therefore is not dependant on the reopening of the wider Leamside
Line.
However, despite clearly acknowledging the locational advantage of the site, the

proceeding detailed text at Policy ED2.1 currently limits the economic development
area at the site to 16.5 hectares and this is reflected elsewhere in the document,
including policy ED2. It is our understanding that this area represents the previously
developed aspect of the site including areas that benefit from existing consent for
economic development, which somewhat explains its illogical shape. The remaining
38 hectares, as calculated in the draft plan, is identified as a Local Wildlife Site
(LWS). The accompanying proposals map also shows the site as being bisected by a
wildlife corridor which is identified in policies NE1 and NE2.
The current approach to limit the extent of the economic development area at
Wardley as referenced in policy ED2 and ED2.1, is in our view inconsistent with
national guidance when taking into account the sites extensive history, the
Borough’s employment land position and the vision of the local authority.
The updated Employment Land Review 2019 (ELR), prepared for the Borough by
Lichfield’s in conjunction with Lambert Smith Hampton, recently identifies high
recent general employment demand, as evidenced by employment land take up for
the western side of the Borough. To date this has principally been due to the area’s
connectivity, and particularly the area around Boldon and Monkton which extends
to include our Client’s site at Wardley. In due course, IAMP is expected to further
contribute to future demand in this area.
Whilst the ELR presents the evidence base to support the identification of land
within the Borough for general employment uses, the current allocation at Wardley
does not provide the flexibility to deliver this or to respond to changes in the market
demand, principally due to the tightly constrained boundaries of the land proposed
to be removed from the Green Belt. As previously stated, this boundary simply
reflects consented development within the site, which explains its somewhat
illogical shape. It should be noted that this includes land take for the anaerobic
digestion plant, which is yet to be deducted from the available land area. This is
further exacerbated by the fact that the available land figure also includes the new
proposed railway station, in connection with the reopening of the Leamside Line, as
supported by draft Policy IN7. This proposal is currently being progressed by Nexus
and involves direct correspondence with our client. Whilst the provision of a new
station and car park at the site is supported by Harworth, given the sites highly
accessible location and proximity to IAMP, this should not be at the expense of the
new land for general employment use in this location, as clearly identified within
the ELR.
As set out at paragraph 6.6 of the STLPPPD the methodology for the calculation of
the extent of land needed for economic development in the Borough makes
allowance for the potential impact of IAMP. This is the ‘Policy- On Labour demand’
scenario as presented in the ELR and has been calculated to generate a General
Employment Land requirement of 30.76 hectares overall, which results in an under
provision of 17.5 hectares. The majority of this shortfall (16.5ha) will be delivered by
Harworth at Wardley. To limit the developable area at Wardley to 16.5 hectares

when considering its significant and strategic contribution to employment land in
the Borough during the plan period, and particularly given its relationship to IAMP
on which the methodology is based, seems unduly restrictive.
The NPPF advises local authorities to provide flexibly to accommodate needs not
anticipated during the plan period, to help facilitate economic growth and ‘…to
enable a rapid response to changes in economic circumstances (paragraph 81). The
Framework also highlights that planning policies need to reflect changes in demand
for land which could include specific occupier requirements, which is particularly
relevant given recent market interest in the site. The NPPF suggests plan makers
should consider market intelligence and market signals. In this instance, this should
be the advice provided by Harworth with regards to active interests in the site which
is currently being marketed by HTA and LSH.
Occupier interest in the site, following a marketing exercise, has resulted in an offer
for the entire area. Although the land take for this operator in terms of developable
area may be similar to that currently allocated within the draft policy, the
configuration of this space in particular may be somewhat different. Equally, the
requirements of an alternative strategic operator may be greater and there are
limited opportunities to accommodate additional general employment use
requirements elsewhere in the Borough, and particularly in this area around
Follingsby and Monkton, identified as an area of demand for employment land
(paragraph 6.1 of the Draft Plan). This conclusion is well supported in the ELR, which
identifies limited availability of sites in this area and where there is a strong
demand, evidenced in part by low vacancy rates and past take up rates (paragraphs
5.8, 5.15, 5.17, 5.41, 5.45, 5.48 and 6.70). The recommendation the ELR prepared
for Gateshead Council in 2012, was that the authority assesses the feasibility of
bringing forward additional employment land to the south of the Follingsby Primary
Employment Area (paragraph 10.86 Gateshead ELR) and its subsequent allocation as
an Enterprise Zone within the Local Plan supports this position.
As previously noted, any future railway station and associated parking area for
Leamside Lane must also be accommodated in excess of any employment land
allocations, however the current quantum of General Employment land does not
consider this. Furthermore, this is in advance of taking into account the land take for
the anaerobic digestion facility that has been approved and is expected to be
implemented. As such, the current policy does not provide enough flexibility within
the context of the
advice provided within the national planning policy context and more generally
presents something of an overlooked opportunity. Whilst the ELR finds that there is
a case for ‘some reshaping of the portfolio of employment land through deallocating
of sites which are unlikely to be taken-up within the Plan period whilst identifying
new sites for allocation that will be more attractive to the market.’(paragraph 6.36),
the restriction on the economic development area at Wardley to 16.5 hectares does
not adequately satisfy this recommendation.
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Whilst the removal of additional land from the Green Belt must obviously be
justified in the context of national planning policy, the Council’s Green Belt Review
(2019) in support of the STLPPPD finds; ‘It is clear that in relation to meeting the
development needs for new homes and jobs, that exceptional circumstances exist
which justify the release of land from the current extent of the Green Belt’
(paragraph 6.1). This conclusion is supported by paragraph 6.4 which states ‘There
are clear opportunities to minimise the harm at a site specific level through the
careful selection of sites together with the appropriate mitigation measures such as
appropriate densities, the provision of open space at the edge of settlements and
use of landscaping and buffers.’. When considering the total area of Harworth’s land
at Wardley (54.5 hectares), this finding is directly relevant.
Harworth disagrees with the findings of the Green Belt Review with regards to the
wider Wardley Colliery (Appendix 3), in particular that the western unallocated area
performs relatively strongly when assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt,
and that loss would have an adverse impact (site FG22c). This finding seems to be
based principally on the sites LWS status rather than any visual impact of
development given that the report concludes that;
‘The parcel is screened to the north and east by mature vegetation, and land buffers
to the south, and development along its eastern boundary. The neighbouring
authority of Gateshead is extending the adjacent industrial estate. The scale of
outward growth could therefore be regulated as a result of these established
durable features, thus restricting sprawl and preventing further encroachment.’
The area to the east which is identified for economic development (FG22d) is
considered to make a limited contribution to the openness of the Green Belt, with
the removal of the parcel considered to have moderate impact. This land also falls
within the Green Infrastructure Corridor and also the LWS, of which the Review
concludes that this can be mitigated by following the mitigation hierarchy. We
consider that the same principles should be applied to the wider site, and this is
addressed in more detail below. Consideration is given to the wildlife designation of
the site and its associated value.
In summary, Harworth Estates supports the provisions of Spatial Policy S1, but do
not consider that this translates to the relevant detailed policies (ED2 and ED2.1)
which unnecessarily restrict the economic development area at Wardley, in advance
of having thoroughly considered the full extent of the potentially developable area.
Whilst the removal of additional land from the Green Belt must obviously be
justified in the context of national planning policy, the Council’s Green Belt Review
(2019) in support of the STLPPPD finds; ‘It is clear that in relation to meeting the
development needs for new homes and jobs, that exceptional circumstances exist
which justify the release of land from the current extent of the Green Belt’
(paragraph 6.1). This conclusion is supported by paragraph 6.4 which states ‘There
are clear opportunities to minimise the harm at a site specific level through the
careful selection of sites together with the appropriate mitigation measures such as
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appropriate densities, the provision of open space at the edge of settlements and
use of landscaping and buffers.’. When considering the total area of Harworth’s land
at Wardley (54.5 hectares), this finding is directly relevant.
Harworth disagrees with the findings of the Green Belt Review with regards to the
wider Wardley Colliery (Appendix 3), in particular that the western unallocated area
performs relatively strongly when assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt,
and that loss would have an adverse impact (site FG22c). This finding seems to be
based principally on the sites LWS status rather than any visual impact of
development given that the report concludes that;
‘The parcel is screened to the north and east by mature vegetation, and land buffers
to the south, and development along its eastern boundary. The neighbouring
authority+P657 of Gateshead is extending the adjacent industrial estate. The scale
of outward growth could therefore be regulated as a result of these established
durable features, thus restricting sprawl and preventing further encroachment.’
The area to the east which is identified for economic development (FG22d) is
considered to make a limited contribution to the openness of the Green Belt, with
the removal of the parcel considered to have moderate impact. This land also falls
within the Green Infrastructure Corridor and also the LWS, of which the Review
concludes that this can be mitigated by following the mitigation hierarchy. We
consider that the same principles should be applied to the wider site, and this is
addressed in more detail below. Consideration is given to the wildlife designation of
the site and its associated value.
3 The Distinctiveness of East Boldon & Cleadon Villages:
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon & Cleadon Village. Although the draft Local Plan
suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers of new
housing would do anything other than transform the existing settlement beyond
recognition and destroy its unique identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of West Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of West Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this
will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything
other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
5. Current residents are unable to obtain places within the current district of the
Dentist, GP and schooling. Specifically residents are unable to obtain places to
Whitburn and St Wilfreds schooling. With South Tyneside and Sunderland City
hospital merge an additional 1000+ population of a village with 8,457 residents
would push already saturated resources further.
Increasing the population with basic statistical measures used within the draft local
plan would be extremely short sighted and requires further deep dive to understand
the impact of existing residents.

For example the Cleadon population age distribution has a significantly higher
percentage of elderly residents (54.3% of 65years+) this in turn creates additional
pressures on current NHS facilities as per 2018 NHS digital advising that patients
over 45 years of age access NHS resources by 44% more as to those who are aged
under 45.
South Tyneside and Sunderland hospital (2019 CCG report) advise they are already
failing the national 2 week wait targets and both maternity services and learning
disability requiring improvement.
A & E targets have been failed for the last two years and the Friends and Family
tests for inpatients are below national standards.
The local plan needs to address and understand that health and social care is
already failing national requirements with the current population. As residents we
are already accessing below standard services and the impact to access below par
services will be further exhausted.
By increasing the population by what will be 10% will be detrimental to the
infrastructure, the people who reside there and I wish to have transparency of the
strategic plans for the following:
5.1. Facilities for additional school placements
5.2. Facilities associated with outdoor sports or recreation
5.3. Facilities for cemeteries
5.4. Facilities for additional:
5.4.1. Dentist
5.4.2. General Practitioner
5.4.3. Health and social care places
5.5. Procedures to assess builds and reviewing needs prior to 2036
Please advise of the impact and mitigation of additional housing to your ‘Healthier
people’ South Tyneside vision strategy?
As previously addressed, the population within Cleadon is majority over 65 years of
age and I do not believe South Tyneside council has completed their duty of care to
these residents by making them aware of the developments in a manner which is
inclusive for the whole population. I would state that the method of communication
has been most discriminatory to the most venerable members of our society.
I also wish to propose that the greenbelt sites in Cleadon have been selected for
their attractiveness to potential housing organisations and therefore the revenue
South Tyneside would accrue as a result, rather than the need to build houses on
greenbelt sites.
On a final note, I wish to conclude that there is a disproportionate number of
houses proposed for the size of Cleadon village, the impact to resident’s quality of
life, well-being and safety will all be negatively impacted. The distinctiveness and
character of the village will worsen and the basic facilities that should be provided
(roads, schools, health care etc.) will not be able to support or sustain the residents.
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Policy ST1 does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural assets of South
Tyneside. Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. The Keep
Boldon Green group have enlisted a solicitor to review the Local Plan and their
response highlights that South Tyneside Council have omitted 194 out of 226
brownfield sites as unsuitable without robust, up to date assessment.
This suggests that South Tyneside Council is significantly underestimating the
potential of brownfield sites to meet the housing targets. I urge South Tyneside
Council to consider these brownfield sites for development towards meeting the
targets in the Local Plan.
There is precedence that Central Government prefers this option in a letter from the
Minister of State for Housing to Broxtowe Borough Council dated 2 October 2019
that is referenced in Keep Boldon Green’s solicitor response.
The Minister has noted that the letter raises matters that are not exclusive to
Broxtowe and accordingly has made the letter publicly available. It was noted in
1998 in the Inspectors Report Summary from UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites 1998
that sufficient housing land was available without using Green Belt sites. These sites
have not been developed in the past 20 years.
There is potential to redevelop derelict and run down areas of housing in South
Shields, particularly around Tyne Dock area. This needs to be prioritised before
deallocating Green Belt land in areas where it will place an unsustainable strain on
infrastructure.
Policy ST1 does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural assets of South
Tyneside. Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. The Keep
Boldon Green group have enlisted a solicitor to review the Local Plan and their
response highlights that South Tyneside Council have omitted 194 out of 226
brownfield sites as unsuitable without robust, up to date assessment.
This suggests that South Tyneside Council is significantly underestimating the
potential of brownfield sites to meet the housing targets. I urge South Tyneside
Council to consider these brownfield sites for development towards meeting the
targets in the Local Plan.
There is precedence that Central Government prefers this option in a letter from the
Minister of State for Housing to Broxtowe Borough Council dated 2 October 2019
that is referenced in Keep Boldon Green’s solicitor response.
The Minister has noted that the letter raises matters that are not exclusive to
Broxtowe and accordingly has made the letter publicly available. It was noted in
1998 in the Inspectors Report Summary from UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites 1998
that sufficient housing land was available without using Green Belt sites. These sites
have not been developed in the past 20 years.
There is potential to redevelop derelict and run down areas of housing in South
Shields, particularly around Tyne Dock area. This needs to be prioritised before
deallocating Green Belt land in areas where it will place an unsustainable strain on
infrastructure.
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Natural assists are not protected, in this Plan many of the distinctive features of the
villages of Cleadon, West Boldon, East Boldon and Cleadon will be destroyed. Trees
and hedgerow which currently improve air quality in areas proposed for
development will be destroyed leading to poor air quality.
Policy ST1 states an intention to deliver a “clean and green environment.” South
Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on July 18th 2019 to prevent an
environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
Building on Green Belt and increasing traffic to residential areas will cause an
increase in carbon emissions, so South Tyneside cannot be carbon neutral by 2030 if
this Local Plan is adopted in current draft.
Leading by example through establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for
a carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's
advocacy role to influence actions across all our communities and across the region
that promotes carbon reduction.
Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals. Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will
set clear and unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets.
This will be the product of consultation with key stakeholders including the
voluntary and community sector and will be considered by council on March 31,
2020. This will include an action plan for the next five years.
Policy ST1 does not make clear how these targets will be met. In fact, proposals in
Policies H1 And H3 will lead to growth which does not respect the distinctive
character of the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn. Land
for new homes proposed will not lead to the acceptable plan-led development of
these villages. The impact these have had on the community has been considerable
– increased traffic congestion, pressure on local facilities, school places and health
services.
1. Introduction and Preliminary Matters
1.1 ‘Cleadon Action Group’ (“CAG”) is a local residents’ group who represent over
1,000 residents in the Cleadon area. CAG accepts there is a need to provide housing
within the South Tyneside district. CAG objects to Spatial Policy S1 (Green Belt
Release) and Policies which propose:
(1) The removal of 19.76 ha of land from the Green Belt around Cleadon for 477
dwellings
Assessment Summary.
Your summary states that overall the use of this GREENBELT site for building 231
houses would have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).
On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact.
(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still significant NEGATIVE
impact.)
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Cleadon Village has got to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of a
village have been saturated (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 RG5
(245), H3.59 (588) this is 833 households being added in or within 200 metres of the
Cleadon village boundary). Further, you will have contravened the Governments
guidelines to avoid urban sprawl
We respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your building plan on H3.70.
Conclusion
7.4) For the reasons set out above CAG objects to policies:
(1) Policy S1: Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy) Green Belt release
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. In a recent consultation event (June 2019), questionnaire responses
overwhelmingly (100%) cite that the thing that makes people feel happy, simply put,
is ‘the village feel’, being part of a warm, friendly, welcoming village community.
They are also 100% passionate about retaining, protecting and enhancing the green
belt and wildlife within this (flora and fauna). They want to maintain and enhance
the distinctiveness of their ‘green’ village (Consultation event March 2019) and state
that some benefits of green spaces are: enhancement of health and well-being,
provision of social and recreation facilities, combating pollution, provision of a
village focal point for the community. All these aspirations resonate with the
government’s own.
SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PLAN - PRE PUBLICATION DRAFT - Letter of Objection
As a member of East Boldon Neighbourhood Forum and as a Resident of East
Boldon, I write to formally object of the Draft Local Plan.
My main personal objections are to:
i) The disproportionate number of houses and S.T.Council’s flawed justification for
these and the subsequent impact on facilities and infra-structure and so on the
people who currently live in East Boldon.
ii) The irresponsible and irreparable destruction of our green spaces and removal of
the green belt for housing and the devastating impact that this will have on flora
and fauna, to the detriment of the health and well being of everyone and everything
in and around the village.
iii) The current massive traffic and parking problems, especially in St. Bedes/Station
Road and surrounding roads and the impact of yet more houses on these already
unacceptable levels.

iv) The robustness of the Local Plan – including the stated fact that the Local Plan
was approved on the basis that it was based on relevant up to date evidence. Where
then is the up to date a) transport b) brownfield site assessments?
Having lived in East Boldon for 44 years I am well aware of the changes that have
occurred over the decades and have formally raised these with STCouncil,
particularly the huge increase in traffic (volume, speed and associated pollution) and
parking problems in St. Bedes, aggravated further by the development of the metro
and increase in businesses at both ends of the road. This has resulted in emails to
and discussions with our (supportive) local councillor and STC highways officers in
2017, gathering a petition on behalf of residents in St. Bedes/Station Road for
parking permits and a formal presentation to the local CAF April 2017. There has
been no resolution to any issues. The situation continues to deteriorate.
It is with this local knowledge of issues in mind and personal understanding of the
detrimental impact of these on stress levels and personal health that I most strongly
OBJECT to the preposterously high number of new houses. I question how STC
propose to mitigate an already over-loaded infra structure, which will be only one of
the inevitable consequences of 950 houses being built?
All the evidence, including in the government’s, ‘Green Future: Our 25 Year Plan to
Improve the Environment’, published 2018, revised 2019, point towards the vital
importance of our countryside and green spaces in combating the global threat of
climate change, pollution and its role in promoting health and well being. Having
benefitted from our green assets I feel a huge sense of responsibility to protect and
enhance these for generations to come. STC needs to recognise that whilst East
Boldon does not have built heritage sites we do have green, natural ones and sites
of special scientific interest and as such help to protect and enhance these.
‘Our natural environment is our most precious inheritance. The United Kingdom is
blessed with a wonderful variety of natural landscapes and habitats and our 25 Year
Environment Plan sets out our comprehensive and long-term approach to
protecting and enhancing them in England for the next generation…goals are
simple: cleaner air and water; plants and animals which are thriving; and a cleaner,
greener country for us all.’ ‘A Green Future: Our 25 Year Plan to Improve the
Environment’, 2018/2019, p4.
Therefore and as a matter of urgency STC must re-assess:
i) the housing allocation per se, and formally challenge the need to use out of date
statistics i.e. use 2016 instead of 2014 figures, which would in one fell swoop reduce
numbers;
ii) the number and status of ALL brownfield sites and invest in securing more of
these for housing, thus negating the need to use/destroy the boroughs priceless
green assets.
As a member of EBNF and as a resident of East Boldon I therefore believe that
should all of the sites proposed for development within the East Boldon Forum area
by the Draft Local Plan were to be built upon, resulting in up to 950 new homes,

there would be very serious and permanently damaging consequences for the
Village of East Boldon, and for those who live and work in the area. I set out the
reasons for my concern in the points listed below and fully endorse the detailed
response submitted by the EBNF.
1.0 Scale and Numbers of the Proposed Development:
1.1 There are approximately 1,800 existing households in the East Boldon Forum
Area (the Forum). The addition of a further 950 new houses represents more than a
50% increase. This massive expansion in household numbers is exacerbated by
further proposals within the Draft Local Plan to build properties on sites just outside
the Forum Area. In the 'Boldons' alone (East Boldon, West Boldon and Boldon
Colliery), up to 1,597 houses are proposed. A further 231 properties are proposed
for a site in Cleadon Village, which is also just outside the Forum's boundary and in
close proximity to Boldon Flats, an important local bird sanctuary.
1.2 The number of houses proposed in the Draft Local Plan for the Forum Area is
vastly disproportionate in terms of numbers proposed elsewhere in the Borough.
The Forum’s own independent Housing Needs Analysis indicated that an allocation
of a maximum of 240 dwellings would be proportionate for the Forum Area, based
on population. The draft Local Plan proposes 950 dwellings.
1.3 Given that the village of East Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious
pollution and road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of
local adults, children and flora and fauna.
1.4 The Local Authority is aware of the serious parking issues affecting East Boldon,
particularly around the Metro station. The scale of the proposals set out within the
Draft Local Plan will make this already difficult problem intolerable for those who
live and work there. The Local Plan does little to adequately address this issue and it
is therefore of serious concern.
1.5 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools. There is inadequate
analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the
increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already
live and work in the Forum Area.
1.6 The justification given for the projected number of houses required is that it is
based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics are used rather than
the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the Office for National
Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were used there would
be considerably less houses proposed and the use of Green Belt land would not be
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necessary. I therefore request that you, as our council, make formal representation
to the government to address this.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. In a recent consultation event (June 2019), questionnaire responses
overwhelmingly (100%) cite that the thing that makes people feel happy, simply put,
is ‘the village feel’, being part of a warm, friendly, welcoming village community.
They are also 100% passionate about retaining, protecting and enhancing the green
belt and wildlife within this (flora and fauna). They want to maintain and enhance
the distinctiveness of their ‘green’ village (Consultation event March 2019) and state
that some benefits of green spaces are: enhancement of health and well-being,
provision of social and recreation facilities, combating pollution, provision of a
village focal point for the community. All these aspirations resonate with the
government’s own.
I would formally like to raise an objection to your plans to build 1500 new homes in
the Boldon Area and to ask you some questions about infrastructure and the
environment.
I am opposed to the council using greenfield sites to build new houses on as I am
concerned that this will result in a loss in biodiversity in the area. There has already
been serious problems in the area with flooding and if you reduce the amount of
fields and drainage space this will only increase. Building on these greenfield sites
will also reduce the existing wildlife corridors. Importantly the reduction in
greenfield sites will also have an impact on the wellbeing and mental health of the
villagers and those who use these areas for dog walking and recreation.
I am concerned about the blurring of the boundaries between East Boldon, South
Shields and Sunderland and I am worried about the increase in traffic through the
village. Currently parking around the metro is horrendous and dangerous and there
has recently been 2 serious crashes on the main road in the village. How do you
intend to improve public transport links for the ever-expanding village population
and where are you going to increase parking for those wishing to use the metro?
How will you tackle the pollution problem caused by an estimated at least 1500
extra cars in the village?
In addition to transport links the schools in the village, and the feeder
comprehensive school are already at capacity and the local GP and dental practices
are already under a lot of pressure and it is increasing difficult to get an
appointment. Will you be building new schools as the village expands?
I am also interested to know the type of housing you intend to build in the village.
Recent developments in Whitburn and East Boldon have involved the building of
large expensive new homes which are beyond the budget of most people in the
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village and way beyond the means of first time buyers. I would be more sympathetic
to your plans if there was an assurance that affordable houses were being built and
this wasn't just a profit making exercise which is clearly the plan for the Sandpiper
View project with house prices starting from an eye watering £350,000.
I would like to stress that the appeal of Boldon is the fact that it has a strong
community and lots of places to enjoy the outdoors. The loss of this would have a
negative impact on the health of the community and a distinct loss of village
identity. I look forward to your response regarding my concerns and questions.
I submit the following points in support of my objection to the designation of site
SBC101, Local Plan ref. H3.3, as a potential housing development site and wish it to
remain as productive grade 1 arable farmland with Greenbelt status and no
development, what’s so ever.
Introduction to my objections
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), section 13 Protecting Green Belt Land.
The government attaches great importance to the retention of Green Belts (as do
local residents of the Borough of South Tyneside). NPPF states that the fundamental
aim of the Green Belt is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open;
the essential characteristics of Greenbelts are their openness and their permanence.
Section 13, Paragraphs 133 to 147 of the NPPF explain why this is necessary (please
note I refer to these paragraphs in support of my objections). The NPPF advises only
development on Greenbelt that is special and exceptional should be agreed in a
Local Plan (there is no mention of Council’s being able to de-allocate parcels of land
from the Greenbelt prior to appraisal just to create sites to meet an arbitrary
development target (Local Plan includes an over provision of 489 units, therefore
not using this site would not alter your necessary target of new build for the
Borough as a whole) that appears in the South Tyneside Council (STC) site appraisal
exercise. I understand that the guidance will only allow Greenbelt development if it
is special and exceptional has this been addressed? The proposal of housing
development meets neither requirement if it is included as an over provision. The
guidance in fact defends this site as set out in Section 13 ensuring SBC101 remaining
as Greenbelt land. The site is special due to its location as it compliments heritage
assets, environmental excellence (flora and fauna) and useful productive agricultural
employment land. A development on SBC101 would be at odds with the NPPF, it
would be urban sprawl, narrowing the Greenbelt to part of one field and damage
the environment in the process. Keeping the openness is important as the NPPF
states, openness is a point made in the report by the North of England Civic Trust for
STC clearly stating the need for quiet isolation for the adjacent SSSI. This plan for
this site SBC101 is at odds with guidance and in my view common sense is for it to
remain as undeveloped Greenbelt land. Further, I would ask how in two years, can
this land move from “must be protected and not suitable for development” (STC
Strategic Land Review site assessment 2016) to one of potential housing of 156
units. Greenbelt can be built on - fact, but in the appraisal by removing its status as
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Greenbelt its current advantages to the area and the wider community is lost and
not taken into account. The NPPF is not fully addressed as part of this process.
I submit the following points in support of my objection to the designation of site
SBC101, Local Plan ref. H3.3, as a potential housing development site and wish it to
remain as productive grade 1 arable farmland with Greenbelt status and no
development, what’s so ever.
Introduction to my objections
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), section 13 Protecting Green Belt Land.
The government attaches great importance to the retention of Green Belts (as do
local residents of the Borough of South Tyneside). NPPF states that the fundamental
aim of the Green Belt is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open;
the essential characteristics of Greenbelts are their openness and their permanence.
Section 13, Paragraphs 133 to 147 of the NPPF explain why this is necessary (please
note I refer to these paragraphs in support of my objections). The NPPF advises only
development on Greenbelt that is special and exceptional should be agreed in a
Local Plan (there is no mention of Council’s being able to de-allocate parcels of land
from the Greenbelt prior to appraisal just to create sites to meet an arbitrary
development target (Local Plan includes an over provision of 489 units, therefore
not using this site would not alter your necessary target of new build for the
Borough as a whole) that appears in the South Tyneside Council (STC) site appraisal
exercise. I understand that the guidance will only allow Greenbelt development if it
is special and exceptional has this been addressed? The proposal of housing
development meets neither requirement if it is included as an over provision. The
guidance in fact defends this site as set out in Section 13 ensuring SBC101 remaining
as Greenbelt land. The site is special due to its location as it compliments heritage
assets, environmental excellence (flora and fauna) and useful productive agricultural
employment land. A development on SBC101 would be at odds with the NPPF, it
would be urban sprawl, narrowing the Greenbelt to part of one field and damage
the environment in the process. Keeping the openness is important as the NPPF
states, openness is a point made in the report by the North of England Civic Trust for
STC clearly stating the need for quiet isolation for the adjacent SSSI. This plan for
this site SBC101 is at odds with guidance and in my view common sense is for it to
remain as undeveloped Greenbelt land. Further, I would ask how in two years, can
this land move from “must be protected and not suitable for development” (STC
Strategic Land Review site assessment 2016) to one of potential housing of 156
units. Greenbelt can be built on - fact, but in the appraisal by removing its status as
Greenbelt its current advantages to the area and the wider community is lost and
not taken into account. The NPPF is not fully addressed as part of this process.
In addition to the points above, I am also concerned at the impact on the
community of the loss of recreational services and the potential harmful effects on
mental health and wellbeing. It is increasingly important to protect open spaces to
benefit individuals who might otherwise become isolated leading to a deterioration
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in mental health. The subsequent cost and impact on local health services would be
significant.
It is important to stress the need for brownfield sites to be prioritised. Releasing
parts of the Green Belt for housing should always be a last resort. We must first look
to re-use previously developed land. Green Belt development is the least
sustainable form of development and swallows up farmland and wildlife habitats
while increasing air pollution, food risk and car dependency. When protected
countryside is released to developers, it’s not low cost housing that is built but
executive. Over three quarters of homes built on Green Belt in recent years have
been for the middle or top end of the market. This does not tackle the housing
shortage.
STC could become an innovative authority by creating new homes making use of
empty spaces above shops on our high streets. This is space just waiting to be
turned into residential accommodation. Building new homes is important, but a
great deal can also be achieved through making better use of our existing buildings.
Over the past decade consumer habits have changed with the rise of online
shopping, high streets are struggling to remain relevant. These sorts of properties
would be ideal for young professionals, or young families just starting out, as they
benefit from good transport links and are close to shops, bars and restaurants. What
we must avoid is perfectly good space lying empty and achieving nothing in terms of
boosting the local economy or housing individuals and families.”
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
2. The Government have made commitments to protecting our greenbelt and have
pledged that Councils may only alter greenbelt boundaries in ‘exceptional
circumstances’ and that the development of brownfield should be prioritised. What
does the Council deem exceptional circumstance in this instance I wonder?...
3. There are numerous brownfield sites in the local area which must, in keeping with
the Government’s pledge be used before even contemplating building on the
greenbelt which must only be developed as a last resort.
4. The Local Plan in its current form would lead to the loss of a significant amount of
greenbelt land, as well as reducing the aesthetic appeal of the area and the unique
character of Cleadon village. This would also have a devastating effect on wildlife
corridors in the affected areas and could lead to irreparable damage of the delicate
ecosystem.
5. Cleadon is an area with a high water table and is prone to flooding in some areas.
The building of further housing developments in the areas would increase this flood
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risk especially when coupled with the increasing levels of rainfall due to climate
change.
6. The planned development areas include agricultural land which is currently used
for food production. Current Brexit forecasts show an increase in the cost of
importing foodstuff so surely it would be prudent to retain agricultural land rather
than build on it, especially when more suitable, brownfield sites are available.
7. Recent local school closures have left schools oversubscribed leaving insufficient
places for the children of existing residents. This would only be exacerbated by large
numbers of additional housing being built in the area.
9. Roads in the area are already busy. Hundreds of additional houses and the
additional vehicles associated with them would increase traffic levels dramatically,
leading to an increase in journey times and levels of air pollution. This will have an
obvious effect on the human residents of the area but will also detrimental effect on
the biodiversity of the area.
10. It is well known that there serious problems with drainage in both Cleadon and
the surrounding areas. The building of hundreds of additional houses with
exacerbate these problems and no doubt lead to major issues.
11. The housing proposed to be built in the Cleadon area is highly unlikely to include
truly ‘affordable housing’. Due to the nature of the area and corresponding property
prices, it will no doubt consist of high cost housing aimed at the executive market.
This will have no effect or potentially even a detrimental effect on the current
affordable housing crisis in the UK.
12. It is patently obvious that rather than identify the most suitable development
sites that comply with the government’s pledge for the prioritising the use of
brownfield sites over greenbelt, the council has in fact decided that the best (or
most lucrative) course of action would be to allocate highly desirable areas of
greenbelt as these would be the most profitable areas for all parties involved in the
development.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
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distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I believe that the LA should be accountable for addressing the points raised in this
letter in response to the Draft Local Plan proposals (alongside the Forum response)
regarding unreasonable numbers of houses planned in East Boldon, proposed use of
Green Belt, the lack of consideration of Brownfield sites elsewhere in the Borough
and the LA approach to Climate Emergency issues.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
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3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I am a resident of East Boldon and moved to this area with my son due to the
countryside and small village feel which I am concerned will be lost due to the
proposed housing developments. The roads cannot take the traffic that currently
uses them and I believe additional traffic will cause major problems.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
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as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
As a resident of The Pastures estate in East Boldon I have the following concerns
about the proposed South Tyneside Draft Local Plan.
Primarily the plan to build 600 houses on land surrounding my house is not, and
cannot be sustainable. It is not sustainable in terms of the community it claims to
build, it is not sustainable environmentally, and it will place added strain on to an
already overloaded infrastructure in the Boldons.
Firstly, regarding a Sustainable Community: Attracting some 600 new households
will place demands on the community that are barely served at present. Local
schools (secondary and primary) cannot accommodate the demands from the
existing communities. Health services across all age ranges, and particularly in an
area with a historic ageing population, will be put under intense pressure. Housing
tenures need to be considered very carefully – the ageing population demographic
of South Tyneside will place significant demands on accommodation that are
unlikely to be met by the new build of 'traditional' family houses based on a family
unit of parents plus 2.4 children. It is telling that in nearby Newcastle, with the City
Council's plans to further extend housing on the Great Park estate by 1200 units,
they are considering building two new schools as part of that development (subject
to possible judicial review). No such forethought is evident in South Tyneside's
plans.
Regarding environmental sustainability - The area falls within Green Belt land which
has seen significant efforts over the past 20 years (the length of time I have lived in
East Boldon) to reintroduce bio-diverse flora and fauna, particularly along the banks
of the River Don. Any redevelopment will adversely impact on these environments
that have taken so long to re-create and which form a key part of the distinctiveness
of living in the Boldons. Furthermore, plans to build on greenbelt land will 'kill the
goose that laid the golden egg' in terms of what makes the Boldons such an
attractive place to live in. There is a considerable risk that by building on Green Belt
land and destroying natural habitats the Boldons become what I am sure the council
would actually seek to avoid – just another domiciliary town providing residences
for workers in Newcastle and Sunderland, and not actually creating economic
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sustainability within South Tyneside. When one also takes into account the number
of trees which will need to be felled, despite the council's acknowledgement of a
climate change emergency, it becomes clear that the council's attitude towards the
natural environment within it's boundaries is to be found wanting.
Which lead to infrastructure. Quite simply the roads cannot handle existing levels of
transport. The flows of traffic through the A184 and A1290 at peak times is pretty
much at standstill. This is before work on the flyover at Testos is complete. It is not
unreasonable to assume that the further one travels away from the A19 along the
A184 / A1290 the greater the congestion will be. At least the aforementioned Great
Park estate is directly adjacent to the A1 and, as a new build estate (albeit on
previously green belt land) has shown that is possible to build a community (albeit a
car-based and far from carbon-neutral one). Attempting to implement housing
development of the scale envisaged in the local plan on existing communities,
served by narrow lanes, will only lead to further congestion, lack of quality of life for
new and existing residents, and actually fail to deliver on any aims to make this part
of South Tyneside an attractive and safe place to live. And as a cyclist who rides to
work daily in Washington it has to be said that the current state of infrastructure
along my route to work is already extremely poor. Notwithstanding the utter lack of
cycling infrastructure until I reach the bottom of Downhill Lane (and therefore into
neighbouring City of Sunderland territory) the roads are already potholed, poorly
maintained and a considerable risk of accident and injury, particularly along the
A184. Indeed, the junction of the A184 with Boker Lane is becoming an accident
black spot, with the police called to attend two separate incidents as recently as
August 2019. For as long as motor traffic levels continue to increase, and
notwithstanding any technological advances to develop cleaner, more fuel efficient
vehicles, the need for space to accommodate increased levels of vehicular traffic
and the increased demands for that space which cannot be accommodated with the
current infrastructure is a massive cause for concern.
1.4 Given that the village of East Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious
pollution and road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of
local adults and children alike.
1.5 The Local Authority has been made aware on many occasions of the serious
parking issues affecting East Boldon, particularly around the Metro station. The
scale of the proposals set out within the Draft Local Plan will make this already
difficult problem intolerable for those who live and work in that area. The Local Plan
does little to adequately address this issue and it is therefore of serious concern.
1.6 During Forum consultation events the issue of parking for those using the shops
on Station Road has also been raised by residents who would like to park but can’t.
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This has a detrimental impact on local businesses who lose trade as a result with
potential customers travelling elsewhere. The plan indicates that the new housing
developments on land at North Farm will be conveniently situated for access to East
Boldon metro station and the shops on Station Road. Those developments will not
be within walking distance as access via Ravensbourne Avenue is not possible
therefore this will increase traffic flows through the village and increase the traffic
congestion around Station Road.
1.7 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and schools. There is inadequate analysis of these
issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the increase in the
number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already live and work in
the Forum Area. Indeed, no additional development should be considered until a full
analysis of infrastructure has been carried out and remediation is in place.
1.8 The justification given for the projected number of houses required is that it is
based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics are used rather than
the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the Office for National
Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were used there would
be considerably fewer houses proposed, and the use of Green Belt land would not
be necessary. This surely must be challenged before Green Belt land is sacrificed!
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it is impossible to believe belief that such numbers would do
anything other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and
destroy its unique identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan
outlines how important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF
consultations have ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East
Boldon and it is the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set
out what that character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a
design code to help maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has
traditionally grown incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s
when there was the largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that
was only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to
completely destroy the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
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within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
Traffic flow through Boldon is already constrained particularly along Sunderland
Road / Front Street and it often takes around 15 minutes to travel from home to
Testos roundabout, a distance of 2 miles. Traffic bottlenecks are:
• Traffic lights, Front Street / Boker Lane junction
• Traffic lights, Bank Top
• Roundabout at Mill Garage, Abingdon way (where traffic from Boldon Colliery has
right of way)
• Station Road railway crossing
Traffic from the proposed housing developments will feed through these key
junctions / routes causing further delays but more importantly increasing the CO2
and other pollution which will have a detrimental impact particularly on those who
live alongside the main route through Boldon. Recent research in London has shown
that proximity to traffic is significant cause of a wide range of health problems.
1.5 Given that the village of East Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious
pollution and road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of
local adults and children alike.
1.6 The Local Authority has been made aware on many occasions of the serious
parking issues affecting East Boldon, particularly around the Metro station. The
scale of the proposals set out within the Draft Local Plan will make this already
difficult problem intolerable for those who live and work in that area. The Local Plan
does little to adequately address this issue and it is therefore of serious concern.
1.7 During Forum consultation events the issue of parking for those using the shops
on Station Road has also been raised by residents who would like to park but can’t.
This has a detrimental impact on local businesses who lose trade as a result with
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potential customers travelling elsewhere. The plan indicates that the new housing
developments on land at North Farm will be conveniently situated for access to East
Boldon metro station and the shops on Station Road. Those developments will not
be within a short walking distance as access via Ravensbourne Avenue is not
possible therefore this will increase traffic flows through the village and increase the
traffic congestion around Station Road.
1.8 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and schools. There is inadequate analysis of these
issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the increase in the
number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already live and work in
the Forum Area. Indeed, no additional development should be considered until a full
analysis of infrastructure has been carried out and remediation is in place
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it is impossible to believe belief that such numbers would do
anything other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and
destroy its unique identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan
outlines how important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv. EBNF
consultations have ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East
Boldon and it is the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set
out what that character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a
design code to help maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has
traditionally grown incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s
when there was the largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that
was only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to
completely destroy the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
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site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
Traffic flow through Boldon is already constrained particularly along Sunderland
Road / Front Street and it often takes around 15 minutes to travel from home to
Testos roundabout, a distance of 2 miles. Traffic bottlenecks are:
• Traffic lights, Front Street / Boker Lane junction
• Traffic lights, Bank Top
• Roundabout at Mill Garage, Abingdon way (where traffic from Boldon Colliery has
right of way)
• Station Road railway crossing
Traffic from the proposed housing developments will feed through these key
junctions / routes causing further delays but more importantly increasing the CO2
and other pollution which will have a detrimental impact particularly on those who
live alongside the main route through Boldon. Recent research in London has shown
that proximity to traffic is significant cause of a wide range of health problems.
The Cleadon Action Group (CAG) is a representative body of the concerned citizens
of Cleadon Village who do not agree with your proposed plan.
We wish to say having had eyesight of the Keep Boldon Green (KBG) objection
submitted by Robert Buxton that we concur with all of their findings and feel that
these said arguments apply equally to Cleadon Village. As East Boldon Village and
Cleadon Village are so inextricably linked geographically we shall work together with
KBG to continue to forensically examine every aspect of this plan to determine any
failure to conform to the NPPF..
In addition:
We would also ask why your Brownfield Register is so out of date? (last update
2016)
Why have you ignored at least two of these sites that are on the register viz:
BR6 Hebburn Regeneration Area Victoria Rd West, Hebburn 7.5 Ha 100 homes?
BR10 Former Short Circuit testing centre Hebburn
10.4 Ha 300 homes?
Why do you not utilise the dilapidated retail areas in the South Shields town centre
and rejuvenate it with new housing that is close to your new transport hub? This
would surely be a truly creative solution to the long term malaise for empty high
street shops Other Councils are doing this already..
Why have you ignored the derelict land around Commercial road in South Shields?
Shipbuilding and its ancillary services will not be using these areas anymore (as sadly
they have not for many years now)
Why have you not considered building on the very large area of land north of Testos
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roundabout? Surely this would be a more logical place to build houses to satisfy
traffic easement as the houses would have direct access to the A19. Do you not
agree?
Furthermore this would be close to the IAMP sites which you are putting a lot of
faith in to create the employment you need to support this build program. Is that
not the case? .
Was the IAMP not instigated primarily to support the Nissan research and their
supply chain suppliers?
Have you done any modelling in terms of the impact on the economic effect of
Nissan moving
its manufacturing facilities away from the area and the impact on your build plan?
What contingency plans have you formulated for your house build program in the
event of a no deal Brexit?
Are you not concerned that the 2016 ONS population numbers cannot support the
level of house build that you are proposing?
How can you justify using Green belt land before exhausting all Brownfield sites?
How can you put forward such a plan without having modelled the appropriate
traffic and pollution assessments?
How does this massive build plan effect your stance on the carbon neutral
ambitions for South Tyneside?
Finally. Is your current debt £600million? Is this an attempt to get short term/long
term financial input to alleviate this debt?
The South Tyneside Local Plan – Pre-Publication Draft
I object to the above document and set out my reasons for doing so below.
Policy S1 Spatial Strategy – Object
b) I do not accept that the proposals for new housing in Cleadon and East Boldon
respect the distinctive character of our villages nor do they secure their
sustainability. Our villages have Conservation Areas at their centre and their rural
setting in the Green Belt provides this distinctiveness.
e) ii) I do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of our
villages in an acceptable way.
g) I do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and oppose the amendment of
the Green Belt boundary around our villages. I do not believe that these proposals
will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
h) These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around Cleadon and East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate
characters of our villages.
The South Tyneside Local Plan – Pre-Publication Draft
I object to the above document and set out my reasons for doing so below.
Policy S1 Spatial Strategy – Object
b) I do not accept that the proposals for new housing in Cleadon and East Boldon
respect the distinctive character of our villages nor do they secure their
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sustainability. Our villages have Conservation Areas at their centre and their rural
setting in the Green Belt provides this distinctiveness.
e) ii) I do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of our
villages in an acceptable way.
g) I do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and oppose the amendment of
the Green Belt boundary around our villages. I do not believe that these proposals
will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
h) These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around Cleadon and East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate
characters of our villages.
The South Tyneside Local Plan – Pre-Publication Draft
I object to the above document and set out my reasons for doing so below.
Policy S1 Spatial Strategy – Object
b) I do not accept that the proposals for new housing in Cleadon and East Boldon
respect the distinctive character of our villages nor do they secure their
sustainability. Our villages have Conservation Areas at their centre and their rural
setting in the Green Belt provides this distinctiveness.
e) ii) I do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of our
villages in an acceptable way.
g) I do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and oppose the amendment of
the Green Belt boundary around our villages. I do not believe that these proposals
will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
h) These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around Cleadon and East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate
characters of our villages.
The South Tyneside Local Plan – Pre-Publication Draft
I object to the above document and set out my reasons for doing so below.
Policy S1 Spatial Strategy – Object
b) I do not accept that the proposals for new housing in Cleadon and East Boldon
respect the distinctive character of our villages nor do they secure their
sustainability. Our villages have Conservation Areas at their centre and their rural
setting in the Green Belt provides this distinctiveness.
e) ii) I do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of our
villages in an acceptable way.
g) I do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and oppose the amendment of
the Green Belt boundary around our villages. I do not believe that these proposals
will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
h) These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around Cleadon and East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate
characters of our villages.
The South Tyneside Local Plan – Pre-Publication Draft
I object to the above document and set out my reasons for doing so below.
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Policy S1 Spatial Strategy – Object
b) I do not accept that the proposals for new housing in Cleadon and East Boldon
respect the distinctive character of our villages nor do they secure their
sustainability. Our villages have Conservation Areas at their centre and their rural
setting in the Green Belt provides this distinctiveness.
e) ii) I do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of our
villages in an acceptable way.
g) I do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and oppose the amendment of
the Green Belt boundary around our villages. I do not believe that these proposals
will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
h) These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around Cleadon and East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate
characters of our villages.
Finally as a School Governor at Helen Gibson Nursery School and East Boldon
Infants School I am very concerned as to how the proposed Developments will
impact on our schools . Schools are full to capacity now so I would very much like
to hear what the Council would intend to do as Local Education Authority to find
places for children living within the new Housing Developments.
2.4 Policy S1 Spatial Strategy – Object
b) I do not accept that the proposals for new housing in East Boldon respect the
distinctive character of our village nor do they secure its sustainability. Our village
has Conservation Areas at its centre and its rural setting in the Green Belt provides
this distinctiveness.
e) ii) I do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of our
village in an acceptable way.
g) I do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and oppose the amendment of
the Green Belt boundary around our village. I do not believe that these proposals
will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
h) These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate characters
of our villages.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
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within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I note the statements of previous Government Ministers with regard to Green Belt
land eg 18/7/2016 Sajid Javid Secretary of State for Communities and Local
Government said - the green belt is absolutely sacrosanct. We have made that clear.
The green belt remains special. Unless there are very exceptional circumstances we
should not be carrying out any developments on it. 7/6/2016 Brandon Lewis
Minister of State for Housing and Planning stated that - The Government has put in
place the strongest protections for the Green Belt and that Green Belt boundaries
should not be adjusted only in exceptional circumstances, through the Local Plan
process and with the support of local people. We have been repeatedly clear that
demand for housing alone will not change Green Belt Boundaries. 20/11/2015 Mr
Clark, Minister for Communities and Local Government reported - a86,000 more
homes this year, over 753,000 additional homes since 2010; and the highest annual
increase in homes since 2008. So what's the panic to build on the Green Belt. Only
urban sprawl will result from taking a Green Belt boundary here and putting it there.
I totally agree with these statements by Government Ministers. I also note that in
the local plan section 2.35 it is also mention that the Green Belt contains areas of
high landscape value such as Cleadon Hills and Boldon Downhill. The high landscape
value of Cleadon Hills was one of the reasons why the Green Belt was put along
Cleadon Lane so why is the planning dept. planning on changing boundaries and
removing part of this Green Belt.
I find Policy S1 part b) securing the sustainability of our villages, Cleadon, West
Boldon, East Boldon, Whitburn by supporting growth which respects the distinctive
character of each village, as far as Whitburn goes is highly contradictory Whitburn
has been a village for hundreds of years. The Planning dept. securing the
sustainability of our village and respecting it's distinctive character by planning
housing on our Green Field Sites leaves me speechless.
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The same applies to part e) 2 land for new homes will be located on sites which
allow the plan led development of the Villages of Whitburn, Cleadon, East Boldon
and West Boldon. I take it that plan led development means the planning dept. will
makes lots of Green Belt land in these villages into development land so developers
have lots of Green Field sites to build houses on.
Sections S1 h) I feel is pure nonsense, it talks about stopping unrestricted growth.
Preventing the merging of South Tyneside with Sunderland. Assisting in
safeguarding the Boroughs countryside from encroachment. Preventing the special
and separate character of Whitburn Village this I take it is done by developing Green
Belt sites in Whitburn.
Even if all greenfield sites have been considered, which I doubt, there is no
acceptable excuse whatsoever for building on an established Green Belt

My objection to these plans are, the building on green land and agricultural land and
the amount of houses to be built in Cleadon and the Boldons, also the amount of
extra traffic through these areas as there are other means of more housing in South
Tyneside I.E The number of vacant properties could be taken up also the type of
housing being built why can't we have housing estates for rental instead of private
housing and making more money for the private land lords. Not everyone wants to
be on the property ladder or can afford to be and we all need a bit of green land for
our health and sanity and maybe a bit of exercising.
I am objecting to these plans as I don't agree with the scale of houses to be built in
the Cleadon and Boldon areas. I object to taking away our green belt land and losing
all our natural habitat and we need our agricultural in the future especially if we are
to leave the E.U. also roads can't cope with the traffic we have now the roads in
Cleadon are already too busy and at times we have to wait up to 20 minutes to get
out of our streets. The fly over proposed for the Tile Shed crossing is just going to
bring more traffic through the villages and make things worse.
There are a number of empty houses in South Shields that should brought up to
standard to assist the housing market. Theresa May said green belt land should only
be used if nothing else is available. Instead of creating more traffic congestion in a
small village the council should look to the number of empty houses and utilise
them properly. There will be a lot more pollution, not enough schools and possibly
flooding once houses are built on what is farm land. People cannot get off their
drives now because of the increased traffic - this will get much worse.
What is being proposed' - the shortage of school places is an issue especially with
the proposed new houses in Marsden and Whitburn. Marsden is already over
capacity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
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distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I wish to object to houses being built on the green belt. Cleadon Village already has
a problem with too many cars coming through the village. AT certain times of the
day we cannot get off our drive on the main road. The village school is over
subscribed now with waiting lists. More houses will bring more pollution heavy
traffic and the destruction of wildlife. The figures used to support the building of
new houses are from 2014. Since then a school close to the village has closed
because of low numbers South Shields school is to close this year.
In addition to the above I raise the following concerns in respect of any housing
development in the area. The proposed number of houses in the three areas
outlined total 477. The effect of these extra houses will have on the number of extra
vehicles and children on local infrastructures? The majority of homes have on
average two children and now two/three vehicles per household. If we extend that
to the proposals that will be an increase of 954 children + 954 additional vehicles in
the area at a conservative estimate. This is in addition to the other proposed houses
in the adjacent areas of Whitburn and Boldon.
This raises the following issues.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for the increased demand in the
forthcoming years?
I would say with current spending restraints and the reduction of resources, it would
place an unprecented unsustainable demand on already over stretched education
system. Should the local schools pupil capacity be increased this would lead to
further parking problems within the village which are already significant due to
parking with the existing pupil levels.
The effects the additional vehicles will have upon local roads and pollution.
Cleadon village has three man thoroughfares namely Whitburn road and Boldon
Lane both intersect with Sunderland Road the main road between Sunderland South

Tyneside. The increased traffic congestion which would be caused at the junctions
of these roads would be significant.
Boldon Lane runs directly through the main shopping area of the village and past
the village school, the significant increase in traffic on this road would increase the
risk of road traffic collisions involving children from the local school there have
already been two such collisions with current levels of traffic.
The increased levels of traffic would also lead to a significant increase in air
pollution in a residential area and in close proximity to a school this surely cannot be
supported by South Tyneside Council when Government national policy is to reduce
carbon emissions, and other local authorities in the area are taking strenuous steps
to address this issue.
Whitburn road intersects with the metro and rail lines at East Boldon metro station
which is already a problem due to the barriers shutting every five-seven minutes.
This impacts significantly on traffic problems and congestion either side of the
barriers. With length of queues on either side of the barriers increasing due to the
number of additional vehicles.
Boldon lane intersects with the same rail line at the tilesheds crossing which is
under review with proposals for larger barriers causing similar problems to those at
East Boldon. From the public meeting it was revealed by planners that there is a
proposed road bridge (plans for which planners stated have already been put out to
tender) and a metro station at Tilesheds. The justification for these changes was
that the proposed increase in housing both in Cleadon and Whitburn and adjacent
to Chuter Ede in Whiteleas and Boldon on New Road would create a need.
The creation of such a road bridge would substantially increase the levels of traffic
entering Cleadon village, with its subsequent increase in risks of road collisions and
increase in air pollution. This proposed flyover at Tilesheds Crosses a natural nature
reserve which will needs partial draining in order to build the construction. this will
no doubt affect the water table and cause flooding elsewhere in local marshy areas
in addition to this extra parking will be needed to accommodate the commuters.
This will destroy valuable wildlife habitats and quiet thoroughfares for walkers and
dog walkers and other explorers to improve their health and welfare.
Public transport
The local Metro system is already operating at capacity at peak times a further
increase in local population can only have a significant negative effect. In addition to
this the proposed Metro station at tilesheds crossing would have a severely
detrimental effect on the already at capacity system.
Effects on the Greenbelt
The land which you propose to develop is currently classified as GREEN BELT and as
such any development is directly opposed to your previously published policy.
Please see your publication: "South Tyneside Green belt and Landscape Background
Paper" dated September 2012.
This document clearly states on Page 9, Section 4 - Paragraph 4.3

"in conjunction with adjoining councils the local planning authority has defined and
will protect and enhance, a Green Belt which will:
a) Check the unrestricted sprawl of the built up area of South Tyneside;
b) Safeguard the Borough's from further encroachment;
c) Prevent the merging of South Tyneside with Sunderland, Washington and
Gateshead;
d) Preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery, West Boldon,
East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn; and
e) Assist in the regeneration of the urban area, by encouraging the recycling of land,
particularly along the riverside;
The Local Planning Authority will strictly maintain Green Belt boundaries as shown
on the Proposals Map".
Please also see page 11 paragraph 4.11 where it said "Ensuring that the Green Belt
continues to safeguard the countryside from encroachment and check the
unrestricted sprawl of Tyne & Wear".
The proposed developments would be directly opposed to your documents and the
good intentions which you have previously published.
Housing affordability
The proposal seeks to create affordable housing to meet the boroughs needs, the
building of houses within the Cleadon Village area will not address this issue as
current property prices in Cleadon would place any new builds beyond the reach of
most if not all first time buyers. There is a recent example of this in the Sandpiper
view development where the cheapest property was in excess of £200,000.
In my view the council should seek to increase the number of houses built in other
more affordable areas where building is already planned for example under the 365
regeneration plan at the middle docks site where housing is planned but is in the
form of low density development.
Increasing the number of homes built as part of this development on a brown field
site would not only reduce the need to destroy Greenfield sites, but would also not
require the introduction of any changes to local infrastructure as the new transport
hub located in the town centre and existing road links with Tyne Dock and the A19
and Tyne tunnel have already been significantly upgraded.
Extra homes built in this area would also be within economic reach of most first
time buyers and would breathe new life into a derelict industrial wasteland and
providing a vibrant new community, which was the aim of the 365 project.
I strongly object to the proposed increase in housing in the Cleadon Village area as
outlined in the proposal for the reasons outlined above.
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The most important issue in the world right now is Climate Change. This is why I
must object to your ideas and plans in the South Tyneside Draft Local Plan. Deleting
areas of Green Belt to build houses is not acceptable. It will destroy the habitats of
wildlife, flowers, hedgerows, grass, bird habitats and most importantly trees.

Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
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total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
The most important issue in the world right now is Climate Change. This is why I
must object to your ideas and plans in the South Tyneside Draft Local Plan. Deleting
areas of Green Belt to build houses is not acceptable. It will destroy the habitats of
wildlife, flowers, hedgerows, grass, bird habitats and most importantly trees.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a

changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
The most important issue in the world right now is Climate Change. This is why I
must object to your ideas and plans in the South Tyneside Draft Local Plan. Deleting
areas of Green Belt to build houses is not acceptable. It will destroy the habitats of
wildlife, flowers, hedgerows, grass, bird habitats and most importantly trees.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
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unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
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The most important issue in the world right now is Climate Change. This is why I
must object to your ideas and plans in the South Tyneside Draft Local Plan. Deleting
areas of Green Belt to build houses is not acceptable. It will destroy the habitats of
wildlife, flowers, hedgerows, grass, bird habitats and most importantly trees.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
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However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
The most important issue in the world right now is Climate Change. This is why I
must object to your ideas and plans in the South Tyneside Draft Local Plan. Deleting
areas of Green Belt to build houses is not acceptable. It will destroy the habitats of
wildlife, flowers, hedgerows, grass, bird habitats and most importantly trees.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
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NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and

unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
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Observation

3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I am writing this objection letter as a resident of Boldon, living in close proximity to
many of the proposed housing development sites. I live in Boldon for the villages
identity, building 1500+ houses will have an unacceptable loss on the greenfield,
which will result in Boldon losing it’s unique characteristics of a village. The loss of
open space will have a detrimental impact upon the well being of the community.
Our village already suffers from high volumes of traffic, more traffic will not only
extremely increase the traffic congestion, impacting access to key services, but it
will increase the pollution within the area. This will directly impact the health of our
community. Ref
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
We generally support the strategy set out in SP1 however it is important that the
Spatial Strategy for South Tyneside has due regard to paragraph 20 of NPPF and
works alongside other policies within the plan to set an overall strategy for the
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pattern, scale and quality of development. It is important that the spatial
distribution of sites follows a logical hierarchy and provides for an appropriate
development pattern and supports sustainable development in all market areas.
The spatial strategy as part E identifies locations to focus new housing however the
strategy should not present housing coming forward in locations in accordance with
the remainder of Policy S1 and which support sustainable development.
We respond on behalf of our client, the Shlomo Memorial Trust Ltd, in relation to
their land interest at Ashworth Frazer Industrial Estate and Hebburn Community
Centre (Site Ref 3.48). The site (which extends to c. 2.83 hectares) is allocated for
residential development with a capacity of around 117 units.
Our client welcomes the strategy set out in draft Policy S1 (Spatial Strategy) which
seeks to deliver sustainable growth that meets the needs for new homes and
employment land, whilst creating thriving and attractive healthy, neighbourhoods
and supporting the necessary improvements to infrastructure, services and facilities.
The various subpoints in draft Policy S1 detail how the majority of new development
is focused to the Main Urban Area (of South Shields, Hebburn and Jarrow). Our
client supports the strategy to focus development to the Main Urban Area including
Hebburn.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside for the following reasons:
The majority of the allocation is within Greenfield sites.
The is more proposed development in the Boldon area than any other villages.
There will be a huge impact on the infrastructure, services, pollution and increased
traffic.
The loss of the distinct character of a thriving community, who care about the
residents and appearance of the village making South Tyneside a desirable place to
live.
The blurring off boundaries between Boldon and Sunderland with the development
H3. 62 and the blurring of the boundaries between South Shields and Boldon with
the H3.59 development.
As a person who has lived in the Boldon area for 60 years, I think the council should
take the views of the residents seriously as the care about the community rather
than the anonymous faces of the large building companies who intend to use this
land to make big ‘bucks’ rather than provide affordable housing.
3.5 We support the policy’s commitment to housing delivery and specifically the
reference to directing new residential development in sustainable locations at
Cleadon, East Boldon, West Boldon and Whitburn.
3.6 It is imperative that these villages are supported through the allocation of
residential sites to support services and ensure that the villages retain their
sustainability whilst playing a supporting role to the South Tyneside’s growth. The
villages can’t be left constrained and cut off from the ambitions of the Council,
particularly with their respective locations in supporting economic development.

ST2119

Kath Lawless

ST2122

Brittany
Hansen

ST2167

Jean Eckert

Newcastle City
Council

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

comment

04
Delivering
the
Strategy
04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

objection

S01

c

Objection

3.7 Whilst we acknowledge that amending Green Belt boundaries is a difficult
choice for the Council to make given the level of weight afforded to their
permanence in national policy, we support the Council’s conclusions, in that without
the release of Green Belt sites for housing, they would not be able to provide an
adequate level of housing.
3.8 However, we do consider it appropriate that the Council should provide clarity
and certainty as to the choices they have made, particularly in reference to the
exceptional circumstances relating the amendment of Green Belt Boundaries. The
Framework in paragraph 136 states:
‘Strategic policies should establish the need for any changes to Green Belt
boundaries, having regard to their intended permanence in the long term’
3.9 We therefore recommend the Council set this out in either Policy S1, or
potentially a specific Strategic policy to address the above point to set out the what
is demonstrated in the Council’s supporting evidence base, in that the exceptional
circumstances have been demonstrated to amend Green Belt boundaries. This
would therefore stringently meet the requirements of the Framework and providing
clarity for those interpreting the South Tyneside Local Plan moving forward.
3.10 Also, consideration must be had to the constraints of the Green Belt when
assessing against paragraph 139 of the Framework and the enduring permanence of
its boundaries. As such, it is our opinion that the spatial strategy should consider
deliverability beyond the plan period and consider additional allocations or
safeguarding land for housing which will help address the current housing need and
ensure permanence of Green Belt boundaries beyond the plan period.
Policy S1 proposes Green Belt amendments in order to accommodate housing
growth, as Sunderland, North Tyneside and Gateshead councils confirmed that they
could not accommodate any of South Tyneside’s housing needs. Amendments to
the Green Belt boundary in South Tyneside are not considered to impact upon
Newcastle. In summary, having reviewed the Draft Local Plan, Newcastle City
Council has no particular concerns to note, but highlights the importance of
strategic infrastructure improvements and minerals safeguarding for the future
sustainable development of both Newcastle and South Tyneside.
I also wish to amplify the concerns of those objecting to the proposed house
building project, which is disproportionately concentrated within Boldon and
Cleadon.
The sustainable transport which is referred to in Policy S1, must be the Metro. There
are no buses which run from Cleadon to Newcastle. Funding for improvements to
the Metro has been released and this will bring new carriages to replace the present
30 year old stock. However, this funding will not bring more carriages and the
network cannot be expanded by this funding. As a user of the service anyone would
be fully aware that the only thing that can be relied upon is the unreliability of the
Metro service. The nature of the system means that any problem affects the whole
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network and there are often delays and cancellations. But the main problem is: at
peak times, the limited number of Metro trains available, are presently at full
capacity. Introducing large numbers of additional passengers from new
developments will create even greater problems. The result will be that thousands
of commuters will have to resort to using cars to travel.
As a “vision” it may be a good idea to promote the use of ‘sustainable’ transport,
realistically, neglect to acknowledge the great limitations of the current Metro
service question if this policy’s proposals have been positively prepared.
The National Trust supports the aims of the Spatial Strategy Policy S1 which seeks to
focus on delivering sustainable growth across the Borough. In particular, we support
criterion i) which directs proposals that support the tourist and cultural economy to
the Main Urban Area, along the River Tyne Corridor and the Foreshore.
In addition, Criterion j) which protects and enhances our network of environmental
and built heritage assets which includes green spaces, listed buildings and sites of
biodiversity and geodiversity importance is also fully supported.
We have some concern regarding criterion e) and g) which identifies the
amendment of the green belt boundary at Whitburn to allow for ‘plan led
development’ of the village. At a strategic level, our concerns relate to the scale of
release of land from green belt at Whitburn, which we consider is likely to result in
significant encroachment into the green belt, thereby harming the function of the
green belt in this area which is to help prevent settlements from merging together.
We have some concern regarding criterion e) and g) which identifies the
amendment of the green belt boundary at Whitburn to allow for ‘plan led
development’ of the village. At a strategic level, our concerns relate to the scale of
release of land from green belt at Whitburn, which we consider is likely to result in
significant encroachment into the green belt, thereby harming the function of the
green belt in this area which is to help prevent settlements from merging together.
The wording of criterion g) implies there is a need to create defensible boundaries
which improve the setting of the green belt. There are already firm extant
defensible boundaries around Whitburn and this should not be used as a
justification for removal of land from the Green Belt. Our site specific concerns are
expressed under the relevant housing policies of the Plan below.
1. Boldon Golf Club wold generally support the Spatial Strategy set out in Policy S1
which seeks to support and secure the sustainability of villages such as East Boldon.
East Boldon, along with West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn is classified as a
‘satellite village’ in the Council’s Sustainability Appraisal (August 2019) and located
within Green Belt. The villages combined accommodate approximately 17% of South
Tyneside’s population and are considered by the Council to be accessible, well
performing and popular settlements. The Sustainability Appraisal states that there
are accessible bus, metro and rail connections in East Boldon, along with a wide
range of key community facilities including shops. schools, GP surgeries and other
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community facilities.
2. The land at Boldon Golf Club (Figure 1 overleaf) is identified as part of side BC28a
by the Council’s Strategic Land Review Sustainability Appraisal. This site extends
approximately 6.2ha. It is broadly flat and bounded by hedgerows to the east, west
and south, and by the built-up area of East Boldon to the north. The site includes
the current club house and part of the club car park.
3. Boldon Golf Club would support Part G of Policy S1 which states that to facilitate
sustainable growth the Council will amend the Green Belt boundary across the
Borough, including around East Boldon and create new defensible boundaries which
positively
contribute to the setting of the Green Belt.
4. The land at Boldon Golf Club would represent a sustainable urban extension in
line with Part G of the Local Plan. It is in a location that is not at risk of flooding and
is in close proximity to shops, community facilities, public transport and
employment opportunities. The Council’s own Assessment of the site confirms that
the only constraint to the development are its Green Belt status, and
ecological/heritage constraints, which can both be mitigated against through
appropriate landscaping and design.
5. It is also considered that the site does not meet the five purposes for inclusion in
the Green Belt as set out by paragraph 134 of the NPPF:
o To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas:
As the land at Boldon Golf Club being promoted for development through the
Development Plan process its subsequent development could not be categorised as
‘unrestricted sprawl’ but would represent a planned expansion of the village that is
both proportionate and necessary to address the anticipated development needs of
the area, both within and beyond the plan period. As a result, the Green Belt
‘purpose’ is not relevant in such circumstances.
o to prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another;
Development on this site will not reduce the gap between East Boldon and
Sunderland to the south as built development would not extend any further
southwards than existing built development at Lawn Drive which sits to the west of
the site and Hunter
Close/Ferndale Close which sits to the east. A separation of about 1200m will
remain, which is more than adequate to ensure Green Belt objectives. Furthermore,
the perception of greater separation is achieved by the intervening topography
which screens East Boldon and Sunderland.
o to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment;
The site is physically well defined to the north by existing development, to the west
by the golf course, and to the south and east by field boundaries, and as a result its
removal from the Green Belt and allocation for housing or safeguarding would not
result in any further pressure for development or encroachment on the surrounding
countryside in the site occupies a sustainable location for new housing
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development. The Council, in its emerging Local Plan, already acknowledges the
need to identify Greenfield land including Green Belt land, to meet the Borough’s
housing requirement over the plan period, this is supported and in such
circumstances we consider the land at Boldon Golf Club to offer a sustainable
development option with minimal impact in terms of countryside encroachment.
o to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and This purpose is
not relevant to the land at Boldon Golf Club. The site makes no contribution
towards the setting or special character of any historic town.
o to assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land.
The allocation of the land at Boldon Golf Club for housing through the Local Plan will
assist in supporting the regeneration of East Boldon by supporting the vitality and
viability of local shops, services and community facilities. New good quality housing
in attractive and sustainable locations in and round East Boldon is needed in order
to support the sustainability of the village.
6. In light of the above, our client would, in the first instance, seek the allocation of
the land at Boldon Golf Club for housing as part of the emerging Local Plan in order
to support the sustainability of not only East Boldon, but also of the Golf Club.
Boldon Golf Club consider that development of this land is necessary to raise money
for the Golf Club and it would secure much needed investment to protect the longterm future of the club and allow them to invest facilities which would be a benefit
to the wider local community. Furthermore, it is envisaged that the development
would consist of 2- and 3- bedroomed properties, with an element of affordable
housing which would be a further benefit to the local community and would have a
limited impact on the Green Belt.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy
We respond on behalf of our client, Hellens Land Ltd and Maplehill Property Limited
on behalf of Jacobson, in relation to their land interest north of Town End Farm
(SHLAA Ref. SBC102). The site (which extends to c. 22.4 hectares) is allocated
through Policy H3.62 for residential development comprising around 400 dwellings.
Our client welcomes the strategy set out in draft Policy S1 (Spatial Strategy) which
seeks to deliver sustainable growth that meets the needs for new homes and
employment land, whilst creating thriving and attractive healthy, neighbourhoods
and supporting the necessary improvements to infrastructure, services and facilities.
In order to form this strategy, the Council has undertaken a Stage One Green Belt
Review (2019) to understand if there are exceptional circumstances to justify the
need to amend the Green Belt boundary. This document explains (at para 5.3) how
the Green Belt is tightly drawn around the built up areas and that “it represents a
major constraint on future development”. Hellens considers that the Stage One
Green Belt Review sets out a comprehensive review of the circumstances and
options available to the Council which have been considered before arriving at the
conclusion “that exceptional circumstances exist to justify the release of land from
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the current extent of the Green Belt” (para 6.1).
The exceptional circumstances are summarised below and include:
▪ The acute need for land to meet the needs for new homes and jobs with the scale
of under provision from non-Green Belt sources to meet housing needs being
significant “and not one that could be readily rectified” (para 6.2).
▪ The inability of the Plan to otherwise deliver sustainable development that
supports economic growth and social outcomes (para 6.3).
▪ That the harm to the Green Belt arising from achieving sustainable development
would be limited (para 6.4).
Our client agrees with the conclusions of the Stage One Green Belt Review and the
Spatial Strategy outlined in Policy S1 which would seek to address some of the
issues identified in Section 2 (Spatial Portrait) of the Plan. Our client agrees with the
conclusion of the Stage One Green Belt Review Report that, on balance, meeting the
Borough’s development needs in full represents a more sustainable approach to the
growth of the Borough as demonstrated through the Sustainability Appraisal (2019).
Whilst there would be harm to the Green Belt, amending its boundaries would only
amount to an approximate 2% reduction in its total coverage across the Borough.
Summary
Our client welcomes the content within draft Policy S1 (Spatial Strategy) – and in
particular the approach to amending the Green Belt boundary in order to allow for
sustainable growth alongside the creation of new defensible boundaries which
positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt.
We do not accept that the proposals for new housing in Cleadon and East Boldon
respect the distinctive character of our villages nor do they secure their
sustainability. Our villages have Conservation Areas at their centre and their rural
setting in the Green Belt provides this distinctiveness.
we do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of our
villages in an acceptable way
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We do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and we oppose the
amendment of the Green Belt boundary around our villages. We do not believe that
these proposals will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
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These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around Cleadon and East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate
characters of our villages.

support

Banks Property support the spatial strategy which directs new development to the
most sustainable locations and allow the plan-led development of Whitburn and the
other villages. Banks Property also support the proposed housing allocation Land at
Wellands Farm (site H3.71).
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Banks Property control the land immediately to the north of Wellands Farm and
have submitted comments seeking an extension to the north of H3.71 which would
increase the approximate new homes that the site could accommodate from 200 to
250 dwellings.
Detailed comments regarding the Local Plan have been appended to this response
supporting the overall strategy, suggesting an extension to housing site H3.71 and
recommending a number of minor amendments to policy wordings.
2.
C HAPTER 4: DELIVERING THE STRAT EGY
THE SPATIAL STRATEGY
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy)
2.1 Banks Property support the spatial distribution of new development set out
within policy S1 which includes; directing new development to the most sustainable
locations in the main urban area and villages, securing the sustainability of the
villages by supporting growth and locating land for new homes on sites which allow
the plan-led development of Whitburn and the other villages.
2.2 Due to being constrained by Green Belt policy there has been very little new
development in the main villages in South Tyneside for a number of years. In
Whitburn, the only site to be developed of any scale over the past ten years is the
former rifle range. In 2014, planning permission was granted on the brownfield site
for 42 dwellings and due to strong demand for new housing in the area, the site was
built out and units sold over a very short time period.
2.3 Policy S1 (g) acknowledges that to facilitate sustainable growth, the Green Belt
around a number of settlements including Whitburn will need to be amended.
Banks Property supports this approach.
The proposed housing development in East Boldon destroys, forever, green belt
land which could be used for carbon capture and provides flora and fauna
environments for bio diversity. The number of dwellings will over strain all of the
public services in the area including GP services, education, sewerage, roads, public
transport and recreation possibilities. I speak for myself (60 years old) but also have
concerns for my 4 daughters their partners and my 7 grandchildren who live in East
Boldon.
I am writing to object to plans for proposed Houses in East Boldon area. There are
pressures already due to increased traffic flow, resulting in traffic jams Monday to
Fridays both peak and off peak times. There are increasing road traffic incidents.
Also the infrastructure and population density will not support the increase in
population with the logistics of increasing demand for schools and G P services. This
will also impact noise and traffic pollution also the impact on road surfaces. As it is
the pot hole problem is appalling and will further deteriorate. For these reasons I
feel that it would be an environmental disaster to sanction building this amount of
houses.
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East Boldon is not simply a semi-rural village surrounded by a Green Belt, it is home
to a conservation area, historical sites, nature reserves, rare birds and water voles –
the latter having undergone one of the most serious declines of any wild mammal in
Britain during the 20th century. Boldon Camp Heritage Group is seeking to raise
awareness of the historical importance of the now derelict Army Camp and the role
it played in the Second World War by aiming to turn it into a Heritage Centre. The
sister site of this depot which provided ammunition et cetera to the Anti-Aircraft
Batteries located north of the River Tyne at Killingworth was demolished in 2014/15
with the land used for housing. There is also a group who are currently striving to
protect ancient trees from developers. As stated in one of South Tyneside Council’s
own documents, ‘Local authorities have a duty in exercising planning powers to pay
special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or
appearance of conservation areas.’
The Green Belt in South Tyneside also supports a varied assortment of wildlife.
Water Voles live in the riverbanks of the River Don as the ecology and other
elements there make for a an excellent habitat for the mammals. Apart from the
Water Voles which dwell alongside the River Don, there are an abundance of Local
Wildlife sites in the Boldons, as outlined by South Tyneside Council, and all deemed
worthy by them of inclusion onto the list: Boldon Colliery Former Railway Line,
Boldon Crossings Pond, Boldon Flats, Boldon Lake, River Don -New Road, River Don
- North Road, River Don - West Boldon, Station Burn – Boldon Colliery, Tilesheds
Burn – East Boldon, Tilesheds – East Boldon, Turner’s Hill – West Boldon, Mount
Pleasant Marsh – West Boldon, Newton Garths – Boldon Colliery, Black Plantation –
Boldon, Downhill Old Quarry – West Boldon, Low House Copse – East Boldon, Make
Me Rich Meadow – West Boldon. All of these would come under threat under the
proposal to build homes on these Local Wildlife sites, which have been declared as
such by the council. Boldon Flats are managed as a nature reserve by South
Tyneside council in winter, when the flats are at their most interesting. Large
numbers of wildfowl can be present between October and March and there is
always the chance of a white winged gull. During times of Migration Osprey, Crane,
Spoonbill and Little Egret have all put in an appearance along with passerines such
as Red-backed Shrike – often found in lanes leading to the railway line and
allotments. In summer this remains one of the best areas for breeding Yellow
Wagtail, Reed bunting, snipe and the rare Water rail. Not only is the Green Belt in
Boldon an area of natural beauty and an ecological habitat for rare species, but also
an area full of biodiversity - which is usually considered to be important and
desirable. Recently, the People's Trust for Endangered Species (PTES) asked people
to look out for grey squirrels, then foxes, mice, hedgehogs and bats, along with
rabbits, badgers, moles and any other mammals they saw or signs of them in their
local green space. David Wembridge, surveys officer at PTES, said: ‘Green spaces,
and the wildlife they support, are important - they provide food, clean air and
water, and make us healthier and happier. Counting our wild neighbours, and
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knowing how their populations are changing, is a health-check on our towns and
cities.’ Depending on where volunteers live, they may also see rarer mammals such
as otters, red squirrels, pine martens, dormice, fallow deer, water voles, stoats and
brown hares. PTES said long-term surveys such as Living With Mammals could
collect important data for conservationists to see how populations are changing for
better or worse. Another reason to maintain the ecological structure of the Green
Belt.
As part of South Tyneside’s Local Plan, in the Green Belt and Landscape Background
Paper of September 2012, the Inspector’s Report Summary rejected the proposal to
build on Green Belt sites which had been earmarked by the council. The inspector
commented on each site individually and also commented on the nature of the
Green Belt in South Tyneside: ‘In any consideration of the extent of the Green Belt,
regard must be had to its narrowness and fragmented and vulnerable nature.
Rather than the several miles wide of PPG2, the South Tyneside Green Belt is rarely
more than 1 mile wide. Thus if a Green Belt is to be maintained, the opportunities
for any change are limited and require particularly careful consideration – a
relatively minor change could destroy or seriously damage the effectiveness of the
Green Belt in many areas.’ The Inspector was greatly concerned about reducing the
gap, in terms of distance, between Boldon and South Shields. If the gap were to be
reduced here then it would become more difficult to reduce pressure to eliminate it
completely between Newton Garths and Shields Road, thereby merging Boldon and
Cleadon with South Shields. This still stands true today in 2019 as it did in 2012.
In 2015 The Public Sector Executive also announced the importance of the Green
Belt: Source: Public Sector Executive Feb/Mar 2015 : Paul Miner, planning
campaign manager at the Campaign to Protect Rural England (CPRE), discusses the
benefits of protecting green belt land, and how using brownfield sites can help
tackle the country’s housing crisis. ‘The Green Belt is good, positive planning. It
stops urban sprawl and encourages the vital regeneration of our largest cities. It
provides the countryside next door to 30 million people and protects the setting of
many of our historic settlements. And, though not the principal purpose, it protects
the attractive landscapes so important to our environment, heritage and wellbeing.
Without the Green Belt, we would have the urban sprawl that we see across Europe
and North America. Both UN-Habitat and the European Commission have
highlighted the particular problems arising from uncontrolled urban sprawl around
large cities. Sprawl has all kinds of negative impacts, including loss of farmland and
wildlife, increased car use, and neglect of older towns and cities. CPRE and Natural
England analysis conducted in 2010 shows that the rate of development in green
belts is between 33% and 50% lower than comparable areas of land on the edge of
English cities without green belt designation. There is a housing crisis and a
desperate need to build more well-designed, well-located and affordable homes.
But some organisations believe that building on the green belt is a solution to the

housing crisis – partly because of its proximity to cities, and partly due to its ‘low
environmental value’.
All we need to do, they argue, is to relax designations. Green belt policy is already
very flexible. Figures published in August 2014 by construction analysts Glenigan
indicate that 5,600 new homes were approved in the green belt in 2013, a worrying
148% increase since 2009. Furthermore, local authorities across England are arguing
that “exceptional circumstances”, as set out in planning policy, exist to justify
building up to 200,000 new houses on current green belt land. It has also been
argued that we could build one million new houses within one mile of railway
stations around London alone, on Green Belt land of supposedly low environmental
value. But this severely underestimates the wide range of benefits that the Green
Belt offers, and would lead to the urban sprawl that the Green Belt was precisely
designed to prevent. It would also make countryside harder to access by public
transport from within London. Green belt land often includes significant local
biodiversity and heritage assets, but it also captures carbon, provides space for
water to prevent flooding, and protects the water supply. The Natural Capital
Committee in January 2015 called for the creation of 250,000 hectares of woodland
and 100,000 hectares of wetland close to urban areas. The best way to achieve this
is to maintain existing green belt policy, rather than weaken it. To illustrate, the
Colne Valley Regional Park was created by following up planning conditions to
restore old gravel pits, rather than condemning them as scruffy land or seeing them
developed as a sprawling extension of west London. Furthermore, most of the green
belt – about two-thirds – is in agricultural use. This cannot be considered of low
environmental value when global population growth and climate change are putting
increasing pressure on land, and when we grow less than two-thirds of our own
food. Now, more than ever, we need to avoid unnecessarily losing our countryside.
England’s 14 Green Belts cover more than a tenth (12.4%) of land in the country
and, according to research, provide a breath of fresh air for 30 million people. The
ever-increasing pressure for more roads, housing and airport expansions means that
it is vital to protect the Green Belts that we have. Development on Green Belt land
is supposed to be tightly controlled so that it can fulfil its main purpose: to serve as
a buffer between towns, and between town and countryside. This gives the
incentive to regenerate damaged and derelict land within the urban areas
surrounded by Green Belt. At the same time, Green Belts bring social,
environmental and economic benefits, while giving people a chance to tap into
natural capital on their doorsteps. The Green Belts are a cherished asset and they’re
also extremely valuable for food production, flood prevention, climate change
mitigation and much more. International comparisons suggest that without the
strong protection Green Belt designation offers against most forms of development,
the countryside around our largest towns and cities would long since have been
lost. There are many misconceptions about the Green Belt and its purpose. First
and foremost, Green Belts prevent urban sprawl, keeping inappropriate

development in check and helping to ensure that our towns and cities don’t join up
into one huge urban mass. Green Belts cover more than 6,000 square miles (15,500
square kilometres) of land, around our largest, most historic towns and cities. That
land is supposed to be permanently protected – ‘unless there are exceptional
circumstances’ – through strict regulation but building on the Green Belt does still
go ahead and there are constant threats all over the country. Feeling the pressure of
unrealistic housing targets from the government, many local authorities resort to
releasing Green Belt land for development. Demand for housing is not in itself an
exceptional circumstance that should pave the way for Green Belt
development. Housing needs can be met while sustaining our Green Belts for future
generations by using suitable brownfield land – previously developed land where
there is currently room for at least a million homes. Protecting the Green Belt
encourages the revitalisation of these sites. Investment in the Green Belt also helps
rejuvenate the land and make it even more valuable. Green Belts are an asset for
communities – a local countryside on their doorstep, with diverse local nature
reserves, public footpaths and woodland. But it’s also natural capital that helps
protect high-risk areas from flooding, while plants, trees and grassland are great
absorbers of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere, which helps combat the effects
of climate change. Furthermore, Green Belt is often good quality agricultural land
that can be used to grow and produce local food for nearby markets. Many people
benefit from existing Green Belt so we would like to see new Green Belts created in
other parts of England where there is strong evidence of local need and support.
If we continue with business as usual, 1 million species will be eradicated from the
planet. The loss of species and habitats poses as much a danger to life on Earth as
climate change does. These are the messages of the latest IPBES Global Assessment
report, the first major international review of biodiversity since 2005. The report is a
systematic review of 15,000 scientific and government papers, as well as drawing on
indigenous knowledge from around the world. The UK government has signed up,
along with 131 other countries. The technical term for life on Earth, ‘biodiversity’, is
a scientific measure of the variety of species, habitats, and ecosystems across the
planet. It is essential for human existence and integral to a flourishing countryside.
As well as underpinning the food we eat and the air we breathe, we depend on
biodiversity for protection from other threats, like pollution, flooding and climate
breakdown. The IPBES report assessed changes in biodiversity over the past five
decades, and demonstrates that rates of extinction are accelerating hundreds of
times faster than usual. The red squirrel, natterjack toad, and turtle dove are all in
peril in our countryside, alongside many insects that we rely on. But why? What is
driving our living world to the brink? And, most importantly, what can be done? The
biggest driver of biodiversity loss is ‘land-use change’: specifically, converting and
managing wild land for agriculture and development. Agriculture in particular has
had the largest impact on ecosystems that people depend on for food, clean water
and a stable climate. Biodiversity and climate are inseparable, and combined,
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present the greatest threat our countryside has ever faced. Restoring nature is our
primary defence against climate breakdown, and climate breakdown will continue
to accelerate the decline of nature. Natural ecosystems suck up 60% of our carbon
emissions, and nature-based solutions, like planting trees, nurturing soils, and
restoring ecosystems, can provide over a third of the climate solutions needed until
2030 with huge benefits for biodiversity. All of these changes require big
commitments from the Government. CPRE will be redoubling its efforts to ensure
the government is held accountable – through their work with partners such as the
Climate Coalition at the mass lobby of Parliament on 26th June 2019, and the work
through Wildlife and Countryside Link and Greener UK calling for the Environment
Bill and Agriculture Bill to work for nature. Continuing on our current path will lead
to staggering losses for the countryside and us all, but by acting ambitiously, we
have the chance to transform our future so people and nature thrive together.
Having lived, brought up 3 children and then in turn (one of them) was children, my
grandchildren, for 71 years, big, big changes have developed in Boldon. Although
the main road thro' Boldon really hasn’t changed (farms gone and land built on) no
roads have been altered really to take all the extra traffic over the 71 years. So I'm
concerned that "extra housing" means more traffic, school's, even I went to E.B.
Infant School when toilets were in the yard - will change the beautiful village,
explained in the "Boldon Book" I know you have to find more land - but please
maybe not so much "Green Belt" in "The Boldons".
I have seen you proposed plan (# 36011) for development in the local area. As a
resident of East Boldon, I can see that there is a huge impact on my immediate
environment. One of the features of The Boldons is that they are bound by green
belt land (other than the tip of the colliery area), which allows activities to be
undertaken away from the urban sprawl. You seem to be proposing huge changes to
Boldon (and Cleadon), which will change the character & appeal of the area.
Currently there is not a housing shortage within the area & the market is very slow.
It is pointless to build new houses that may not be used. And even if they are used,
this will be to the detriment of other areas of Boldon, which will become desolate there are numerous vacant properties at present. Please reconsider this terrible
plan.
Once again we are back here with the threat of destroying our green belt and
natural habitat , we are fed up with it . The people on fellgate enjoy living in a semi
rural area and have done so for a long time . We do not need more houses which
will affect traffic congestion , noise levels, our way of life , inconvenience with
building work . These are just a few . There are other plots of land which can be
chosen and council houses standing empty . We absolutely do not want this
ridiculous development to go ahead and will object all the way . It’s a pity the
independent councillor is not on the side of the people on fellgate , he needs to
remember how hard our labour councillors have worked for us and kept us
informed of any issues such as this. It’s strange how he’s never been heard of now
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Cleadon
Residents

he’s been elected on false promises I might add . We categorically object to this
alongside many other people , keep off our greenbelt and allow our children and
grandchildren to enjoy the environment which is unspoiled.
I would like to object to the draft plan of proposed housing in East Boldon , as
follow : There is a disproportionate number of houses proposed for the village,
which will have a negative impact on the community. Traffic, parking and air
pollution will increase. The village will loose it’s distinctiveness. Development will
cause unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities. There is no indication that
the type of housing will match the profile of potential residents.
Cleadon Village will eventually become part of South Shields and cease to be a
village. It is not big enough to cope with these developments and keep its individual
identity.
More housing in East Boldon/West Boldon would contribute to increased traffic
congestion and therefore pollution. These areas already have extreme problems
with parking especially near to the metro line. Also the metro causes delays already
with the crossings being down very, very regularly. Increased traffic due to new
housing would bring about further delays and pollution. The existing road systems
already struggle to manage the traffic. Boker Lane is a Rat run for speeding
motorists! Safety is a huge issue!! The increased traffic lights and therefore cars
waiting to move has totally increased pollution in the villages. Green areas will be
reduced with a decrease in wildlife, fauna and natural beauty and leisure areas for
future generations. The Testos Roundabout development has already severely
impacted upon the semi-rural area of Boldon. Further development is impacting
upon the lives of residents. It seems thought is not being given to existing residents.
4. Traffic in Cleadon/East Boldon is already a serious problem. Another 2000
houses and a min. of 2500 extra cars - "chaos". 5. Schools - already overcrowded.

From the limited information I have managed to see. I feel I have to object to the
proposed building on the following grounds. The impact on wild life established
trees and the lakes next to fellgate Estate. I am very concerned that the proposed
work would damage this beautiful area of green belt land. Could you please answer
the following: 1- Would the Residents be genuinely consulted and listened to and
there concerns acted on? 2-What type of housing is proposed? 3- Would it be
affordable housing? 4-Who would be doing the building work? 5-How would the
environmental area be protected? I would appreciate a reply as soon as possible.
3.Lack of evidence (joined up) for additional infrastructure to accommodate
proposed developments.
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4.Disproportionate housing proposed in the Boldons in terms of numbers proposed
elsewhere within the borough. 5.A negative impact on the VILLAGE and its
facilities will occur if the number of houses proposed goes ahead. 6.Proposed
PLAN will destroy the distinctiveness of the village. Residents resoundingly applaud
the village feel and wish that it is maintained.
11. Design codes in keeping with existing village structures seem not to be in
evidence from newly sanctioned house builds and how many affordable units are
there in evidence …very little…..especially the new build on Moor Lane.
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I notice some greenbelt land has been indicated within proposals is there no other
alternative option than to build on greenbelt land?
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I hereby object to the proposed plan on the following grounds: 1: Cleadon Village
has already had green belt land stolen by planning with new housing estates causing
increased traffic through the village. 2. Thanks to planning allowing the building of
ASDA in Boldon the traffic has increased even further the road which used to be
quiet is now a rat run for lorries ,people delivering their kids to school and going to
work the road from Cleadon to ASDA in East Boldon is now beyond congested . It
took me 15 minutes the other day to drive 2 miles. 3: The proposed Tile Shed
bridge will not solve the problem instead of pockets of congestion you will have one
long tail back , if you doubt me try getting from Cleadon to Boldon at 8AM
.where traffic from Whiteleas joins everybody else. 4. Cleadon Village and Boldon
at certain times of day are already congested to the extent that traffic doesn’t move
pumping fumes and polluting the areas. 5. Where are all the extra school places
going to come from for all these homes. 6. How are local doctors supposed to cope.
Secondly council planners are totally short sighted . Technology Parks have been
built on the ethos that build it and they will come yet many of these parks have had
units empty for years . The good thing is they have really good road systems how
about a bit of rezoning so that they can be dual usage time to think out of the box a
bit, it works in the States no reason why it shouldn’t work here. The benefits could
be 2 car families only needing one car as at least one person may be able to walk to
work less congestion less pollution.
I am contacting you in relation to the South Tyneside draft Local Plan, where over
1500 homes are earmarked to be built in, and around, the Boldon area. Has an in
depth report been made, and published, which addresses, and gives solutions for,
the impact on the infrastructure of the villages? Are there plans to build and staff
more doctors surgeries, dentists and schools? I have looked for these on the plans,
but as yet have failed to identify any. If these vital services are not to be provided,
where do the council envisage the new residents to access them?
I would like to raise some objections regarding the South Tyneside draft local plan.
My major concern is that the building of over 1500 houses cannot help but have a

the
Strategy

ST2240

Stuart J
Ashman

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

e)ii

Objection

ST2246

J Atkinson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

e)ii

Objection

ST2247

Elaine Miller

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

detrimental impact on the quality of air, space and wildlife in the Boldon area.
Pollution from the already unsustainable traffic flow through the village will be
further worsened by an estimated extra 4000 cars travelling through. Has a recent
traffic survey been carried out in this area or am I to believe that data is being used
from a traffic survey of Boldon from 2010? Surely a more up to date survey would
be more pertinent for this situation? Have the council carried out studies to look at
the impact that this extra traffic will have on the quality of life for the residents?
Are the council abiding by the government's Clean Air Strategy 2019 when
considering sites to build on? How do the council aim to protect the natural wildlife
in the area if their natural habitats are destroyed? Currently, in heavy rainfall, the
road and pavement outside of my house (Somerset Terrace, East Boldon) is subject
to flooding. What will happen if greenfield sites, which are a natural drainage
system, are no longer there? I am also incredibly worried about the safety of
pedestrians if this number of houses are built. Have extra safety precautions been
looked into?
• The concentration of housing planned for. Cleadon, Whitburn and Boldon is
massively disproportionate compared to the rest of the borough. • The effect of
these proposals will have a huge impact on traffic flow. Any bridge at tile sheds will
simply bottleneck traffic on to the Asda road. Front street and Boldon lane will
become a main highway to Newcastle and elsewhere. • There is no infrastructure
to support these proposals. There are no schools, doctor’s surgeries or roads to
support these numbers. • There is insufficient parking currently for the existing
shopping areas, schools and the Metro. There is no means to deal with this
increased capacity. • The council can not maintain the current parks and roads how do they propose to maintain these additions. They can’t. • The effect of these
changes is to also remove green space and starts the creep of merging Cleadon
Village with south shields and Sunderland. It will no longer be a distinct Village but a
merged suburb.
I have real concerns regarding the plans for housing in and around Whitburn Village.
There is nothing positive about any of the suggested housing. Only 18% being
affordable housing, whatever that is, which is my first objection and the reason that
I feel no housing should be built. The main reason for my objection is that there is
no way the heart of the village could withstand the traffic. It is bad enough as it is.
Housing is being built at Seaburn and that will also have a massive impact on the
traffic running through the village. Their are no school places, the gp surgery is
incapable of serving the people in Whitburn as it is. I strongly object to this planning
proposal.
I strongly object to the proposed building on the green belt in Cleadon Village. Once
the Green Belt is built on, it is gone. There is compelling evidence environmentally
and for the socio economic health for redevelopment brown field sites in/around
South Shields town centre. Outcomes would be revitalisation of South Shields town
centre, which is dying on its feet. This would reduce the carbon footprint through
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use of the new transport hub versus cars travelling from green field developments.
What thought have the council given to the main roads running through Cleadon
which are too busy anyway?
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside for the following reasons (and more), which are in support of the
Keep Boldon Green campaign (previously reported upon in July 2016): The council's
extraordinary 'plan' to solve their government required housing 'problem' appals
me. As a preliminary point, may I ask whether the council has any interest in the
damage which this 'plan' will cause to East Boldon village? I suspect that the answer
is no and that so far as the council is concerned, it they satisfy government
requirements to make space a available for houses to satisfy a projected but for the
time being unproven increase in the number of houses required for future
population in South Tyneside then they will have done their job. The fact that by
distorting the balance of increase between the various sub-sections of their domain
results in them creating you create a different problem may well be of no interest
to you at all. May I ask whether this is indeed the case? It appears that the answer
to the above question must be no when one looks at the nature and intensity of the
problem created which, in short, seems likely to turn a village into a dormitory
suburb. I base this preliminary thought upon the fact that the disproportionate
allocation proposed provides that the huge majority of the houses to be built will be
constructed on sites in East Boldon, leaving a very small proportion in Cleadon,
Whitburn and main South Shields. Amongst the many problems arising
are:
1) travel - in that almost all of the people living in
these proposed houses will have to travel on one of the two hopelessly
overcrowded, narrow and dangerous roads running through the village, to enable
them to reach their working destinations, given the absence of jobs within the
village itself. In doing so, they will add to parking problems at the metro station and
elsewhere (which is already a massive headache and inadequate for the number of
cars needing to be serviced). I cannot help but wonder if the council is aware that
not only metro but mainline trains use this line for the transport of passengers,
waste and manufacturing goods resulting in a train passing through the level
crossings approx. every 4 minutes, with the attendant blockage of
roads.
2) danger arises from the fact that a major school is sited on New Road with pupils
walking over the inadequate pavement every morning and evening.
3) an danger to health recently emphasised by the Council in its recent 'Climate
Emergency' revelation impacts strongly.
4) there appears to be no provision for construction of vital services to
accommodate this increase vis interalia medical, shops, schools etc etc. Am I right
in thinking that this has simply not been considered?
5) Green Belt is reduced, recreational services are lost, both of which appear to be
in breach of current thinking.
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Overall the village will cease to be a village as a result of these distorted and
disproportionate plans. A final question: What opportunities and what form will
they take to enable objection to be taken across a court room floor to resolve this
matter? Will there, for example, be a planning enquiry, which seems the utter
minimum which could be done in the light of this predatory venture?
The Draft Local Plan is focused primarily in building on green belt land. How can the
Council even propose to build on Green Belt land when they are pursuing a policy of
Emergency Climate change. The road network does not support such building on
Green Belt. Are we going to be left with a sprawling town with no Green Belt space
for children to enjoy. There is more than adequate space within the Town Centre
for housing to proceed – this includes demolishing Fowler Street to build more town
centre housing and housing from the Customs House along the full riverside up to
Tyne Dock. What about Brinkburn school = empty for over 10 years, Chuter Ede,
and the School at the top of King George Road due to close this year. We are going
to destroy the villages of East and West Boldon as well as Cleadon Village
• The concentration of housing planned for. Cleadon, Whitburn and Boldon is
massively disproportionate compared to the rest of the borough.
• The effect of these proposals will have a huge impact on traffic flow. Any bridge at
tile sheds will simply bottleneck traffic on to the Asda road. Front street and Boldon
lane will become a main highway to Newcastle and elsewhere.
• The council is proposing to push a significant volume of traffic through villages
which cannot cope with the current volumes. This development will bring morning
and early evening traffic to a standstill and make the collection and pick up of
children from local schools downright dangerous. Has the council commissioned a
traffic impact assessment (and if so, what were the results? If not, why not, and
when do you plan to conduct a
TIA?
• There is no infrastructure to support these proposals. There are no schools,
doctor’s surgeries or roads to support these numbers.
• There is insufficient parking currently for the existing shopping areas, schools and
the Metro. There is no means to deal with this increased capacity.
• The council can not maintain the current parks and roads - how do they propose
to maintain these additions? They can’t.
• The effect of these changes is to also remove green space and starts the creep of
merging Cleadon Village with south shields and Sunderland. It will no longer be a
distinct Village but a merged suburb. Greenbelt exists expressly to clearly delineate
between areas and to provide green space for people to enjoy.
447 new homes for Cleadon is far too many; it will destroy the "village" identity and
create severe traffic problems. How can the take up of this number of new homes
be justified? where is the evidence for the need for this number of new homes?
Green belt land will be lost forever! Current new home developments, such as
those at the former Gordon Durham site and the planned development at the
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former Mayfair Glass plant, (ie on brown field sites), make much more sense. These
type of areas should be prioritised. What about the former O'Brien showroom,
adjacent to the East Boldon metro station, which has been lying empty for about a
year? Surely there are many similar sites which should be used before Green Belt
land.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside for the following reasons, which are in support of the Keep Boldon
Green campaign. Please note that I strongly object to the plans as a
disproportionate allocation of development for more housing in the Boldons. It is
almost impossible to drive along any road in the Boldons and not be in heavy traffic
(the A184 seems to be the through road for Newcastle and beyond and is always
busy). There are not enough parking spaces in East Boldon metro station and no
doubt people will be wanting to use the metro for travelling to work outside the
villages. It is very difficult to get Drs appointments at present and new housing
estates will only exacerbate the problem. There is no space for any more
traffic/people/school places, without seriously impacting upon the existing houses
and peoples’ lives. There will be no green spaces left to enjoy and there will be
nowhere to walk or enjoy clean air, more housing will result in more traffic which
will just increase pollution and as we know South Tyneside has declared a climate
emergency, how is the building of all the proposed houses going to help this. Once
the greenbelt has been built on it will be lost forever and that includes the wildlife
that live in the green spaces enriching all of our lives and we will totally lose the feel
of the Boldons with the volume of housing on these plans.
The national strategy goes on to state that existing green belt boundaries should
only be changed in exceptional circumstances .“local planning authorities should
ensure that substantial weight is given to any harm to the Green Belt. ‘Very special
circumstances’ will not exist unless the potential harm to the Green Belt by reason
of inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly outweighed by other
considerations” (Paragraph 88). In view of the above comments I do not believe
sufficient weighting has been applied when considering any harm to the green belt.
I had objected the new school being sighted on the cliff tops in Whitburn. Having an
office presence in Whitburn for almost four decades, I have witnessed school
attendance increase from 350 to present day 1500+ students, whereby Whitburn
now endears two “rush hours” and serious car parking issues. Indeed I stressed the
need for part of the Rackly Way housing site should be given to at least a quarter of
an acre car park. This sadly fell on deaf ears! We are left with terrible noise &
exhaust pollution constantly running through the Village centre day after day which
is beyond that which is acceptable. It’s a joy when the schools are closed for holiday
periods giving much needed respite to all residents.
Conclusion: I believe the Council have a legal right to supply its constituents to a
further draft which should include all brown field sites (potential & current) thus
reducing the burden on all affected greenbelt lands. Thereafter a revised draft
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indicating resultant requirements should be placed for public consultation. It should
also NOT just take into account “high valued land” for enormous profit, please don’t
forget that new housing also includes a massive requirement for social housing as
well, especially given the fact the Council is run by Labour who are there, given the
support of the working classes! This is a very real and painfully expensive
requirement. Thereafter the revised draft indicating resultant requirements and a
truer spatial indication and better use of land should be placed before the public
prior to this current draft continuing to the next phase.
South Tyneside Council appear intent on going ahead with the proposed
development around particularly East Boldon and to a lesser extent Cleadon.
Unfortunately neither the infrastructure nor the environment can cope with this!
The road system currently struggles on a daily basis to get cars through the villages,
this will not be solved by the Testo's flyover as the problems start way before there
and Testo's is not a problem for most drivers at present. Therefore, the traffic
problem can only be solved by wider roads (there is no space to widen the roads as
existing dwellings would need to be pulled down all along the route) but clearly the
same bottlenecks would still be there. This is an email sent to me by Rachel Cooper
of STC. Good Morning, As discussed night, the number of residential properties in
East Boldon (using the boundary below) is 1821. Rachel Cooper, Planning Policy
Officer, Spatial Planning, Development Services. There are 1821 residential
properties in East Boldon (inc retirement flats), therefore, the plan is to increase this
number by a staggering 52%. In addition to this there are 231 properties planned for
Moor Lane from which a high percentage will need to access Testos roundabout
through Boldon. Whitburn traffic needing to access Testos roundabout also travels
through Boldon and there are plans to build there as well, in addition to this a
reasonable proportion of the Cleadon Park and Ridgeway new residences will also
need access to Testos roundabout through Boldon.
SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PLAN - PRE PUBLICATION DRAFT - Letter of Objection
As a resident of West Boldon, I write to formally object of the Draft Local Plan. The
housing development is disproportionately concentrated within Cleadon and
Boldon. I believe that should all of the sites proposed for development within the
areas by the Draft Local Plan were to be built upon, there would be very serious and
damaging consequences for the village of West Boldon, and for those who live and
work in the area.
Policy ST1 is not positively prepared as the majority of the housing development is
in areas which do not have the infrastructure to accommodate the proposed
development. For example, the population of the Boldon area will be doubled, and
this will lead to increased traffic congestion, noise and pollution as a result of the
volume of proposed development. This will also have significant impact on access to
key services. It will provide an unacceptable 50% increase in the number of homes
in East Boldon area which is already suffering from the impact of increased traffic
which will only get worse if the development in the Draft Local Plan is implemented.
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Policy ST1 does not reduce emissions and has a negative not positive impact on
climate change in South Tyneside, as more traffic will be directed into areas where
there is existing traffic congestion. These include the busy A184 and New Road in
Boldon which will also be impacted from development in Sunderland’s own Local
Plan. These roads will be affected by increased traffic to and from the IAMP site.
This is very worrying as it will increase noise and traffic pollution to residential
areas. More investigation needs to be carried out into the impact of this Policy
particularly in East Boldon, West Boldon and Cleadon Village which will see a
significant increase in traffic with the loss of much of their Green Belt. The Green
Belt presently gives some protection against the more damaging effects of traffic
pollution. Bringing more cars into residential areas that are already congested will
have negative impact on air quality, particularly on the aforementioned A184 and
New Road.
Policy ST1 does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural assets of South
Tyneside. Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. The Keep
Boldon Green group have enlisted a solicitor to review the Local Plan and their
response highlights that South Tyneside Council have omitted 194 out of 226
brownfield sites as unsuitable without robust, up to date assessment. This suggests
that South Tyneside Council is significantly underestimating the potential of
brownfield sites to meet the housing targets. I urge South Tyneside Council to
consider these brownfield sites for development towards meeting the targets in the
Local Plan. There is precedence that Central Government prefers this option in a
letter from the Minister of State for Housing to Broxtowe Borough Council dated 2
October 2019 that is referenced in Keep Boldon Green’s solicitor response. The
Minister has noted that the letter raises matters that are not exclusive to Broxtowe
and accordingly has made the letter publicly available. It was noted in 1998 in the
Inspectors Report Summary from UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites 1998 that sufficient
housing land was available without using Green Belt sites. These sites have not been
developed in the past 20 years. There is however potential to redevelop derelict and
run down areas of housing in South Shields, particularly around Tyne Dock area. This
needs to be prioritised before deallocating Green Belt land in areas where it will
place an unsustainable strain on infrastructure. Natural assists are not protected, in
this Plan many of the distinctive features of the villages of Cleadon, West Boldon,
East Boldon and Cleadon will be destroyed. Trees and hedgerow which currently
improve air quality in areas proposed for development will be destroyed leading to
poor air quality.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
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Generally taken at face value this is a good policy. However, on closer inspection it
is not sound or sustainable for the following reasons:
Policy S1 states an intention to deliver a ‘clean and green environment’. South
Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on 18th July 2019 to prevent an
environmental crisis in the area. We understand this involves:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to inﬂuence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the Leader and Chief Executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next ﬁve years. Policy S1 does not make clear how
these targets will be met. Proposals in Policies H1 And H3 will lead to growth which
does not respect the distinctive character of the villages of East Boldon, West
Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn. The land proposed for new homes will not lead to
the acceptable plan-led development of these villages. The impact these will have
had on the community will be considerable – increased trafﬁc congestion, pressure
on local facilities, school places and health services.
Policy S1 is not positively prepared as most of the housing development is in areas
which do not have the infrastructure to accommodate the proposed development.
For example the population of the Boldon area will be doubled, this will lead to
increased trafﬁc congestion, noise and pollution as a result of the volume of
proposed development which will also have signiﬁcant impact on access to key
services. It will provide an unacceptable 50% increase in the number of homes in
East Boldon Neighbourhood Forum area which is already suffering from the impact
of increased trafﬁc.
Policy S1 mentions sustainable transport modes which can only mean Metro, which
is not fit for purpose. New trains and improvements will not be delivered within the
lifetime of this plan. Contracts were awarded to Spain on 18th September 2019. Is
this why the transport infrastructure needed to deliver this plan has been removed
from this document? Green cycle tracks on disused mineral lines are being
proposed for use to extend Metro, so how can it be sustainable? These cycle tracks
should remain in place to encourage green transport, like cycling.
Policy S1 fails to protect the retention of the Green Belt as one of the five purposes
of the Green Belt is to check unrestricted sprawl of care built up areas. This Policy
does not slow the unrestricted urban sprawl in the village of East Boldon which will

double. This area will also suffer from the development in the neighbouring
Sunderland’s Local Plan. Much of this policy is misleading as 18 of the allocated sites
for housing development are Green Belt. So how can this policy support Green
Belt? Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However, this does not include the Green Belt land already taken to build the IAMP
(International Advanced Manufacturing Park) site, which will make the figure
significantly higher if included . Also, the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away significant amount of Green Belt land. Is this
another reason why Transport has been removed from this document?
Policy S1 does not reduce emissions and has a negative, not positive impact, on
climate change in South Tyneside as more traffic will be directed into areas where
there is existing traffic congestion, such as the busy A184 and New Road in Boldon
which will also be impacted from development in Sunderland’s Local Plan. These
roads will be affected by increased traffic to and from the IAMP site. This is very
worrying as it will increase noise and traffic pollution to residential areas. More
investigation needs to be carried out into the impact of this Policy particularly in
East Boldon, West Boldon and Cleadon Village which will see a significant increase in
traffic with the loss of much of their Green Belt, which presently gives some
protection against the more damaging effects of traffic pollution.
Policy S1 does not minimise environmental impact as habitats will be lost in many
Green Belt sites under threat. This policy does nothing to conserve or enhance
biodiversity, SuDs policies put forward do nothing to enhance natural environment.
The main concerns about SuDS ponds were related to health and safety risks, and
this outcome was confirmed by a more recent study (Bastien et al., 2012). Both
studies confirmed that public education and good design and maintenance are
crucial in managing and addressing perceived risks. Education strategies for local
residents should cover:
• The functionality of the surface water management system – where the water
flows, where and why it is stored, where it is released to, what would happen if it
wasn’t there, how it will operate and how it is likely to look in different seasons.
• The benefits afforded to the local community and wider society by the SuDS
system, including children’s education opportunities.
• The design measures in place to mitigate health and safety risks. . How and when
the system is maintained. . The actions that the local community and amenity users
should take to further minimise health and safety risks (including effective litter
control).
• Contact information if a health and safety or maintenance concern is identified.
In addition, to allay concerns about open water, it must be clear to those using the
surrounding amenity space why it is important to manage and treat the runoff from
our development areas and how it is collected and stored. SuDS are also costly and
needs to be maintained, this often does not happen after developer has completed
site.

CPRE understands the run off on all sites is to the River Don, however SuDS is not
designed to prevent river flooding at these sites. It has been noted in” Achieving
sustainable drainage: A review of delivery by Lead Local Flood Authorities” (January
2019) that:
“Whilst SuDS are included as appropriate measures in areas prone to flooding, it
should be noted that SuDS are not intended to prevent river flooding (fluvial), as its
purpose is to address surface water flooding from rainfall (pluvial). Managing rapid
surface water runoff, and in particular retrofitting SuDS, can reduce existing surface
water flooding problems, which may also help reduce low level river flooding where
it is exacerbated by urban runoff. However, SuDS cannot prevent river flooding on
their own” So SuDS will not prevent flooding from River Don therefore will not
mitigate flood risk. Also noted was concern that good conditions can be
recommended, but can then be negotiated away by developers on viability grounds.
This suggests that developers do not always do the right thing so will need planning
safeguards. This suggests developers are not committed to the principles of SuDS
and unwilling to deliver more than just drainage. The sheer volume of development
in a small area will cause many problems which are not address in this Policy.
Policy S1 does not safeguard the environment or natural assets of South Tyneside.
Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. Natural assists are not
protected, in this Plan many of the distinctive features of the villages of Cleadon,
West Boldon, East Boldon and Cleadon will be destroyed. Trees and hedgerow
which currently improve air quality in areas proposed for development will be
destroyed leading to poor air quality. In 1998 most site in this plan were rejected by
the Inspector because there was sufficient housing land available:
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.” UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites –
Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
Policy S1 does not protect the Green Belt and is not consistent with national policy.
In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural England
(CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for housing which
states at paragraph 4.8 ‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there
is compelling evidence of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to
boundaries. The defining feature of formally designated Green Belts is their
permanence. Any boundary review should be based upon the five purposes of the
Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80 of the NPPF (National Planning Policy
Framework) as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’ Greenbelt cannot be

replaced or mitigated against.
Policy S1 needs to be reviewed as it does not address green infrastructure. To be
considered robust this Policy must clarify how the Spatial Strategy will contribute to
the distinctive features of specific areas showing how they will be enhanced as this
is not shown it this Policy.
Policy S1 does not reduce traffic congestion. This policy is focused on economic
growth at the expense of residents in key areas. For example, transport plans which
are in plan are not sustainable such as the “level crossing closure” mentioned on
page 37, allocated site H3.1(SBC096) Land at Benton Road. CPRE understand this
refers to the closure of two level crossings over the Metro line at Benton Road and
Tilesheds nearby which requires major changes to roads, including a road bridge
over Metro line on a minor road. This will be strain on public purse, £20 million is
the sum mentioned in the latest transport figures, and will cause both noise and
traffic pollution in residential areas, so not sustainable. This scheme is not
sustainable as it will reroute traffic into quiet residential areas increasing danger to
the public more than current barrier system. The scale and location of allocated
sites will cause congestion, possibly gridlock at busy times of day
Policy S1 Promotes equality of opportunity and access and to promote good
relations between diverse communities. Distinctive features of villages will be
sacrificed to regenerate South Shields. Development land within town centre has
been identified for hospitality, to promote tourism rather than housing. This is an
ambitious plan as it South Shields not a tourist destination. Focus of this Policy and
indeed this plan is South Shields, rather than outlying villages. Policy S1 only serves
to protect South Shields Town Centre at the expense of the Green Belt. This needs
to be reviewed to restore balance.
Policy S1 does not support economic growth outside of South Shields Town Centre
for example Cleadon Lane Industrial estate is to be regenerated for mixes use, 245
houses are to be built with the loss of economic development sites. Agricultural
land is sacrificed for housing. This is next to a development site at North Farm in
Boldon H3.59, SBC003, where 588 houses are proposed, with at least another 700
houses proposed within approximately a mile radius. So Cleadon Lane Industrial
Estate needs to remain as a source of employment rather than becoming a housing
estate. Policy S1 supports development of the A19 Economic Growth Corridor and
S1 supports redevelopment of the Riverside; however this does not fully support the
needs of the employment needs of the Borough and could limit support for new
employment areas. The “A19 Growth corridor” ( including IAMP) has required loss
of Green Belt and will require changes to rail and road taking more Green Belt. This
must be taken into account in this Policy document.’
Policy S1 does not promote equality in South Tyneside. Should South Tyneside grow
its population to anything like the levels indicated in this Plan, it will need to focus
on providing more affordable housing, included rented affordable, within the
central urban area, where young people are more likely to want to live. However
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,this land has been reserved for tourism and building of more hotels and guest
houses which are not needed as South Shields only aspires to be a tourist
destination. Far better to build houses that will be occupied than hotels and guest
houses which will stand empty, particularly when Green Belt land is at stake. This
land in South Shields needs to be prioritised for housing rather than the Green Belt
sites allocated in this plan. South Shields is prioritised over the villages of Cleadon,
Whitburn and East and West Boldon, all of which will lose the distinctive character
of their villages in the unchecked urban sprawl proposed in this Plan. They will begin
to merge into one huge urban area.
Policy S1 does not identify a dispersed approach to Housing as it is disproportionate
in many areas apart from the South Shields Town Centre. For example in East
Boldon where most of allocated land is Green Belt there is a 50% increase in
housing. This will not provide a better neighbourhood as infrastructure cannot
support the mass development proposed. There is however potential to redevelop
derelict and run down areas of housing in South Shields, particularly around Tyne
Dock area. This needs to be prioritised before deallocating Green Belt land in areas
where it will place an unsustainable strain on infrastructure.
Policy S1 does not promote healthier people and communities as increased traffic
pollution will cause health problems. Removal of the Green Belt in Whitburn,
Cleadon and particularly Boldon will have a negative impact on the health and well
being of the residents. As South Tyneside District Hospital is in process of losing
vital services to Sunderland, which will mean down grading and loss of District
General Hospital services, it means the health provision in South Tyneside will not
meet the needs of the community.
I would like to voice my objection to the planned development of houses on the
greenbelt around Boldon.
Briefly, my concerns include the following:
Location of site, loss of greenbelt, loss of wildlife habitat, climate change, effects on
schools, traffic, public transport, parking, pollution, flooding, sewerage, change to
character of area, shopping, local businesses, access to housing sites, disruption,
pollution, etc.
The effect on the village would be hugely detrimental in my opinion. There are
dozens of brown field sites in South Tyneside which have been ignored.
Draft Local Plan
The allocation of Wardley Colliery as an employment site and its release from the
Green Belt as set out in Policy S1 (specifically criteria f and g) and Policy ED2.1 are
supported. Policy ED2.1 states that any future development should seek to protect
and enhance the wildlife site at Wardley Colliery and this is recognised as necessary
in the terms of the NPPF. However, criteria (a) of this Policy ED2.1 is considered
vital as it is recognising that this allocation must provide 16.5 hectares of
employment land. In this context, it must also be acknowledged that the
development of the Leamside Line, if it comes about over this plan period, may ‘eat
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into’ the area that is capable of being utilised for employment purposes.
Policy ED2.1 appears to be assuming that the employment site and the Local
Wildlife Site can be interlinked in the future; at the present time this is more than
likely. However, it is considered that a flexible approach to the delivery of the
employment land and the mitigation for the LWS, is required as this will ensure that
the employment use is delivered in conjunction with the ecological mitigation
required. Following further consideration and assessment of the site the boundary
line between the employment site and wildlife site may not be as clear cut as on the
plan. Flexibility in the exact location of employment land in relation to areas to be
protected for the ecological value will help to ensure the most appropriate
development for the site; a rigid approach could damage the ability to delivery
employment land and protect wildlife. This flexibility may also assist in addressing
the under provision of employment land that is identified in Table 2 of the Draft
Local Plan.
Draft Local Plan Interim Sustainability Appraisal
The conclusion of the Draft Local Plan Interim Sustainability Appraisal is to allocate
land to the west of the Wardley Colliery site for general employment purposes. The
conclusion of paragraph 8.2, in relation to the release of a single employment site, is
supported as well as the reasoning behind it i.e it is more likely to be attractive to
the market.
Option 3 in the SA, in relation to employment, as set out in Table 8.3 is supported as
the need to release land in the Green Belt for employment and housing purposes is
considered necessary and a decision which all Authorities in the North East appear
to be coming to in relation to future growth.
Overall, the conclusion of Table 8.4 and 8.6, in relation to the releasing land from
the Green Belt and specifically the Wardley site is supported.
The comments in paragraph 8.34 to 8.35 are noted in relation to the location of
Wardley employment site, adjacent to a Local Widlife Site, and the requirements for
a mitigation strategy. The broad aims of these paragraphs are supported but in
taking this recommendation forward the Council needs to be open to looking at this
site in more detail in relation to the extent of land that can be allocated for
employment purposes and the quality of the habitats contained within the colliery
spoil to the east of the site. As stated above, a flexible approach will ensure that the
LWS is enhanced while high quality employment is also delivered.
Draft Local Plan
The allocation of Wardley Colliery as an employment site and its release from the
Green Belt as set out in Policy S1 (specifically criteria f and g) and Policy ED2.1 are
supported. Policy ED2.1 states that any future development should seek to protect
and enhance the wildlife site at Wardley Colliery and this is recognised as necessary
in the terms of the NPPF. However, criteria (a) of this Policy ED2.1 is considered
vital as it is recognising that this allocation must provide 16.5 hectares of
employment land. In this context, it must also be acknowledged that the
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development of the Leamside Line, if it comes about over this plan period, may ‘eat
into’ the area that is capable of being utilised for employment purposes.
Policy ED2.1 appears to be assuming that the employment site and the Local
Wildlife Site can be interlinked in the future; at the present time this is more than
likely. However, it is considered that a flexible approach to the delivery of the
employment land and the mitigation for the LWS, is required as this will ensure that
the employment use is delivered in conjunction with the ecological mitigation
required. Following further consideration and assessment of the site the boundary
line between the employment site and wildlife site may not be as clear cut as on the
plan. Flexibility in the exact location of employment land in relation to areas to be
protected for the ecological value will help to ensure the most appropriate
development for the site; a rigid approach could damage the ability to delivery
employment land and protect wildlife. This flexibility may also assist in addressing
the under provision of employment land that is identified in Table 2 of the Draft
Local Plan.
Draft Local Plan Interim Sustainability Appraisal
The conclusion of the Draft Local Plan Interim Sustainability Appraisal is to allocate
land to the west of the Wardley Colliery site for general employment purposes. The
conclusion of paragraph 8.2, in relation to the release of a single employment site, is
supported as well as the reasoning behind it i.e it is more likely to be attractive to
the market.
Option 3 in the SA, in relation to employment, as set out in Table 8.3 is supported as
the need to release land in the Green Belt for employment and housing purposes is
considered necessary and a decision which all Authorities in the North East appear
to be coming to in relation to future growth.
Overall, the conclusion of Table 8.4 and 8.6, in relation to the releasing land from
the Green Belt and specifically the Wardley site is supported.
The comments in paragraph 8.34 to 8.35 are noted in relation to the location of
Wardley employment site, adjacent to a Local Wildlife Site, and the requirements
for a mitigation strategy. The broad aims of these paragraphs are supported but in
taking this recommendation forward the Council needs to be open to looking at this
site in more detail in relation to the extent of land that can be allocated for
employment purposes and the quality of the habitats contained within the colliery
spoil to the east of the site. As stated above, a flexible approach will ensure that the
LWS is enhanced while high quality employment is also delivered.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy)
The HBF consider that it is important that the spatial distribution of sites follows a
logical hierarchy, provides an appropriate development pattern and supports
sustainable development within all market areas.
SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PLAN-Comments on Local Plan draft proposals issued
August 2019.
Submission by resident of Cleadon Village.
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Comments on Draft Local Plan
1.Context.
I have lived in Cleadon Village since 1975 having resided in Buttermere from 1975 to
2007 and then moved to our present home in Sunderland Road (The A 1083). Our
home is situated opposite to the Green Belt land, currently used for agricultural
purposes which is identified in the Local Plan as being H3.70 on which it is proposed
to build 231 houses.
My two daughters, their husbands and 3 children all live in Cleadon Village and the
children all attend Cleadon Church of England Academy. My wife and I provide child
care for our daughters including commuting several times a day to the school and as
such we are part of village life.
In summary we consider the proposals within the Local Plan to allow development
on Green Belt land within the Cleadon and East Boldon area to be totally
unnecessary, unacceptable and contrary to Government guidance on the release of
Green Belt Land for building purposes.
Our objections are outlined in more details below.
Policy: S1 Spatial Strategy.
Generally taken at face value this is a good policy. However on closer inspection it is
not sound or sustainable for the following reasons:
Policy S1 states an intention to deliver a ‘clean and green environment’. South
Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on July 18th 2019 to prevent an
environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to
influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that promotes
carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years. The State of Nature Report 2019
commenting on the loss of nature since 1970 states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate change legislation. According to

the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan documents
must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that development and
use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to the mitigation of,
and adaption to, climate change. Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear that “mitigating and adapting to climate
change” is a core planning objective. The NPPF also highlights climate change as a
key part of strategic planning policy, which local authorities are legally obliged to set
out in their local plans. According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S1 does not make clear how these targets will be met. In fact proposals in
Policies H1 and H3 will lead to growth which does not respect the distinctive
character of the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn. Land
for new homes proposed will not lead to the acceptable plan-led development of
these villages. The impact these have had on the community has been considerable
– increased traffic congestion, pressure on local facilities, school places and health
services.
Policy S1 is not positively prepared as most of the housing development is in areas
which do not have the infrastructure to accommodate the proposed development.
For example the population of the Boldon area will be doubled this will lead to
increased traffic congestion, noise and pollution as a result of the volume of
proposed development which will also have significant impact on access to key
services. It will provide an unacceptable 50% increase in the number of homes in
East Boldon forum area which is already suffering from the impact of increased
traffic which is already suffering from the impact of increased traffic which is not
sustainable.
Policy S1 mentions sustainable transport modes which can only mean the Metro,
which is not fit for purpose. New trains and improvements will not be delivered
within the lifetime of this plan. Contracts were awarded to Spain on 18th September
2019. Is this why the transport infrastructure needed to deliver this plan has been
removed from this document? Green cycle tracks on disused mineral lines are being
proposed for use to extend the Metro so how can it be sustainable? These cycle
tracks should remain in place to encourage green transport, like cycling.
Policy S1 fails to protect the retention of the Green Belt as one of the five purposes
of the Green Belt is to check unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas. This Policy

does not show the unrestricted urban sprawl in the village of East Boldon which will
double it housing numbers will suffer from the development in the neighbouring
Sunderland’s Local Plan. In fact much of this policy is misleading is misleading as 18
of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt. So how can this
policy support Green Belt? Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used
for development. However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build
IAMP site, which will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport
infrastructure referred to throughout this plan will take away significant amount of
Green Belt land. Is this another reason why Transport has been removed from this
document?
Policy S1 does not reduce emissions and has a negative not positive impact on
climate change in South Tyneside as more traffic will be directed into areas where
there is existing traffic congestion such as busy A184 and New Road in Boldon which
will also be impacted from development in Sunderland’s Local Plan. These roads will
be be affected by increased traffic to and from the IAMP site. This is very worrying
as it will increase noise and traffic pollution to residential areas. More investigation
needs to be carried out into the impact of this Policy particularly in East Boldon,
West Boldon and Cleadon Village which will see a significant increase in traffic with
the loss of much of their Green Belt, which presently gives some protection against
the more damaging effects of traffic pollution.
This policy does not minimise environmental impact as habitats will be lost in many
Green Belt sites under threat. This policy does nothing to conserve or enhance
biodiversity, SuDs policies put forward does nothing to enhance natural
environment.
The main concerns about SuDS ponds were related to health and safety risks, and
this outcome was confirmed by a more recent study (Bastien et al., 2012).
Both studies confirmed that public education and good design and maintenance are
crucial in managing and addressing perceived risks. Education strategies for local
residents should cover:
. The functionality of the surface water management system – where the water
flows, where and why it is stored, where it is released to, what would happen if it
wasn’t there, how it will operate and how it is likely to look in different seasons.
. The benefits afforded to the local community and wider society by the SuDS
system, including children’s education opportunities.
. The design measures in place to mitigate health and safety risks.
. How and when the system is maintained.
. The actions that the local community and amenity users should take to further
minimise health and safety risks (including effective litter control).
. Contact information if a health and safety or maintenance concern is identified.
In addition, to allay concerns about open water, it must be clear to those using the
surrounding amenity space why it is important to manage and treat the runoff from
our development areas and how it is collected and stored.

SuDS also costly and needs to be maintained, this often does not happen after
developer has completed site. I understand the run off on all sites is to river `Don
however SuDS is not designed to prevent river flooding at these sites It has been
noted in Achieving sustainable drainage: A review of delivery by Lead Local Flood
Authorities (January 2019) that:
“Whilst SuDS are included as appropriate measures in areas prone to flooding, it
should be noted that SuDS are not intended to prevent river flooding (fluvial), as its
purpose is to address surface water flooding from rainfall (pluvial). Managing rapid
surface water runoff, and in particular retrofitting SuDS, can reduce existing surface
water flooding problems, which may also help reduce low level river flooding where
it is exacerbated by urban runoff. However, SuDS cannot prevent river flooding on
their own.’
So SuDS will not prevent flooding from River Don therefore will not mitigate flood
risk.
Also noted
There was concern that good conditions can be recommended, but can then be
negotiated away by developers on viability grounds.
This suggests that developers do not always do the right thing so will need planning
safeguards. This suggests developers are not committed to the principles of SuDS
and unwilling to deliver more than just drainage. In fact the sheer volume of
development in a small area will cause many problems which are not address in
Policy S1.
According to the government’s own 2017 climate change risk assessment, increases
in heavy rainfall and significantly increased risks from surface flooding are likely. The
assessment points to the heavy rainfall and flooding over the winter of 2015/16 as
an example of the costs and disruption that can be caused by extreme weather.
Total rainfall from extremely wet days has increased by 17% since the 1960s.
Policy S1 does not mitigate for effects of Climate change like increased rainfall.
Policy S1 does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural assets of South
Tyneside. Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. Natural assists
are not protected, in this Plan many of the distinctive features of the villages of
Cleadon, West Boldon, East Boldon and Cleadon will be destroyed. Trees and
hedgerow which currently improve air quality in areas proposed for development
will be destroyed leading to poor air quality. In 1998 most site in this plan were
rejected by the inspector because there was sufficient housing land available:
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
Policy S1 does nothing to protect the Green Belt and is not consistent with national
policy. In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural

England (CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for
housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’
Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
Policy S1 needs to be reviewed as it does not address green infrastructure. To be
considered robust this Policy must clarify how the Spatial Strategy will contribute to
the distinctive features of specific areas showing how they will be enhanced as this
is not shown it this Policy.
Policy S1 does nothing to reduce congestion. This policy is focused on economic
growth at the expense of residents in key areas. For example transport plans which
are hidden in plan are not sustainable such as the “level crossing closure”
mentioned on page 37, allocated site H3.1(SBC096) Land at Benton Road I
understand this refers to the closure of two level crossings over Metro line at
Benton Road and Tilesheds nearby which requires major changes to roads, including
a road bridge over Metro line on a minor road. This will be strain on public purse,
£20 million is sum mentioned in latest Transport figures, and cause both noise and
traffic pollution in residential areas, so not sustainable. This scheme is not
sustainable as it will reroute traffic into quiet residential areas increasing danger to
the public more so than current barrier system. The scale and location of allocated
sites will cause congestion, possibly gridlock at busy times of day.
Policy S1 is not sustainable as “Local Plans are legally required to demonstrate how
their policies are in line with legally binding carbon emission reduction targets in the
Climate Change Act 2008, including and understanding of baseline emissions
inherent in future development… “ Local Plans must ensure that the actions and
policies will reduce emissions in line with the trajectory set out in the Climate
Change Act 2008. Policy S1 Promote equality of opportunity and access and
promote good relations between diverse communities. Distinctive features of
villages will be sacrificed to regenerate South Shields. Development land within
town centre has been identified for hospitality, to promote tourism rather than
housing. This is an ambitious plan as it South Shields not a tourist destination. Focus
of this Policy and indeed this plan is South Shields rather than outlying villages. This
Policy only serves to protect South Shields Town Centre at the expense of the Green
Belt. This needs to be reviewed to restore balance. Policy S1 does not support
economic growth outside of South Shields Town Centre for example Cleadon Lane
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Industrial estate is to be regenerated for mixes use, 245 houses are to be built with
the loss of economic development sites. Agricultural land sacrificed for housing. This
is next to a development site at North Farm in Boldon H3.59, SBC003, where 588
houses are proposed, with at least another 700 houses proposed within
approximately a mile radius. So Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate needs to remain as a
source of employment rather than becoming a housing estate. Policy S1 supports
development of the A19 Economic Growth Corridor and SS1 supports
redevelopment of the Riverside; however this does not fully support the needs of
the employment needs of the Borough and could limit support for new employment
areas. The “A19 Growth corridor” (IAMP) has required loss of Green Belt and will
require changes to rail and road taking more Green Belt. This must be taken into
account in this Policy document. Policy S1 does not promote equality in South
Tyneside.
Should South Tyneside grow its population in anything like the levels indicated in
this Plan, it will need to focus on providing more affordable housing within the
central urban area, where young people are more likely to want to live. However
this land has been reserved for tourism and building of more hotels and guest
houses which are not needed as South Shields only aspires to be a tourist
destination. Far better to build houses that will be occupied that hotels and guest
houses and hotels which will stand empty, particularly when Green Belt land is at
stake. This land in South Shields needs to be prioritised for housing rather than
Green Belt sites allocated in this plan. South Shields is prioritised over the villages of
Cleadon, Whitburn and East and West Boldon, all of which will lose the distinctive
character of their villages in the unchecked urban sprawl proposed in this Plan. They
will begin to merge into one huge urban area. Policy S1 does not identify a
dispersed approach to Housing as it is disproportionate in many areas apart from
the South Shields Town Centre. For example in East Boldon where most of allocated
land is Green Belt there is a 50% increase in housing. So this will not provide a better
neighbourhood as infrastructure cannot support the mass development proposed.
There is however potential to redevelop derelict and run down areas of housing in
South Shields, particularly around Tyne Dock area. This needs to be prioritised
before deallocating Green Belt land in areas where it will place an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure. Policy S1 does not promote healthier people and
communities as increased traffic pollution will cause health problems. Removal of
the Green Belt in Whitburn, Cleadon and particularly Boldon will have a negative
impact on the health and well being of the residents. As South Tyneside District
Hospital is in process of losing vital services to Sunderland which will mean down
grading and loss of District General Hospital services which means the health
provision in South Tyneside will not meet the needs of the community.
I note the developer of site H3.2 Former Boldon CofE Primary School, Karbon
Homes, who were refused planning permission to build on this site because of the
removal of 22 mature trees, has now appealed that decision. It seems that all of the
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recommendations in site specific details can be overturned by developers with
power and money, so count for nothing and are not worth the paper they are
written on. The only way to to stop urbanisation in South Tyneside is not develop
Green Belt sites, and leave them wild for nature to thrive.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees.
This means a total figure for at-risk trees of being felled for housing developments
are over 1700 plus hedgerows.
Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic development are a
minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
Do STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft Plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
How can STC state they are “taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside
Council carbon neutral by 2030” when over 2,100 mature trees, and metres of
hedgerow, which help stop climate change by removing carbon dioxide from the air,
storing carbon in the trees and soil, and releasing oxygen into the atmosphere on a
daily basis, are going to be removed?
I would like to make my objection known regarding the building of houses upon
green belt land in Cleadon and East Boldon.
The proposed plans disproportionately target green belt locations with the intention
to maximise the desirability and resulting profit of the proposed properties. This has
no regard for the effect this will have on infrastructure, local community, existing
residents and most importantly on the local environment.
It could be argued that the allocation of such a large number of proposed properties
in the aforementioned areas is due to the desirable status of these locations. One of
the main attributes of Cleadon and East Boldon is that they are surrounded and
interlinked by green belt land; used for agricultural, equestrian and recreational
purposes. To build upon such locations would wholly destroy the unique and
desirable identities of both villages.
I would also like to point out the effect on the existing population of Cleadon and
East Boldon; both areas provide through road access to West Boldon, Boldon
Colliery, Downhill Sunderland, South Shields and in addition to this also experience
high levels of traffic heading to and from Testos Roundabout. Further developments
in Cleadon and East Boldon would cripple infrastructure meaning that journey times
would be severely implicated. The addition of this combined with an already failing
metro system would have a widespread effect on the mental health of residents,
and would also risk the physical health of residents in the form of increased
pollution and potentially cause road traffic accident injuries and fatalities.
Finally, I would also like to highlight another point which has been given no regard in
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the strategic land review proposal. As previously mentioned, East Boldon and
Cleadon have a large equestrian community; some of the land chosen, for example
the land south of Natley Avenue and St. John’s Terrace, is used for the purpose of
keeping our horses. To remove such land would again impact the physical and
mental well-being of said equestrian communities; some may be forced to sell and
give up their animals due to a lack of adequate facilities, others may have to travel
out to other areas which would again impact the environment by increasing the
traffic. By impacting on the recreation of local residents; the council could be held
directly responsible for the implications this would have on mental health, the rise
that this may cause in obesity and as previously mentioned, the various health
impacts that an increased population may have on the existing local residents. As a
result this would cause an unprecedented strain on the local NHS services.
I hope that you will reconsider your proposals based on the points raised by myself
and fellow residents.
Sites in the Green Belt or abutting the Green Belt and on our Greenland are
exceptionally precious and we respectfully but strongly object to their identification
for housing development.
Office for national statistics figures 2.4 people per household in uk.
Worst scenario. People extra by 2036. 8250. At 2.4 per household is around 3400
max
2100 were built between 2016 and 2019
So that’s max 1300 to build before 2036
Holborn. Opposite magistrate courts South Shields. Refilled hebburn. Lots more
that will be built in 5 years on brownfield sites.
Stmbc planners must know these figures.
I object to the building in cleadon Whitburn and boldon on the grounds the houses
are not needed for population growth Only developer greed , more profit to
building on green belt Just what does a climate emergency mean to stmbc , Does as
we say not as we do
It has come to my attention that south tyneside council are planning to build over
400 new houses in whitburn. I feel very strongly against this decision because this is
a village not a town. The area im strongly against is the whitburn lodge and
surrounding horse fields. I feel we are getting less green belt area in whitburn and
more expensive houses that no one can afford to buy. We have only 2 primary
schools and a doctors that only had 2 gps on at a time. I think this will have a huge
negative impact on whitburn and a lot more congestion on our roads. Therefore i
strongly disagree with building anymore houses in our village.
I wish to register my objection to the plans for the development of the boldon
areas.
The amount of development without any improvements to the infrastructure will
make living in the boldon areas very very difficult especially on the new road
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through boldon which is already close to maximum capacity since the Advent of
Asda on the area . Also no provision has been made re schools and doctors etc .
So please can you reconsider this plan as I believe it will be disastrous for the area .
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
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impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
• The villages are disproportionately targeted in the consultation document and
result in a huge increase of houses by around 50% in East Boldon and 20% in
Cleadon. These are villages with historical significance in the north-east, with
heritage and conservation areas at the heart of the communities. This gives the
villages their distinctiveness and the Draft Plan puts this at risk.
• There will be a negative impact on village life from the potential of some 900
houses in East Boldon and some 470 in Cleadon. The villages each have their own
character and are appreciated for that and their setting among the surrounding
greenbelt and greenfield sites. There is a risk of urban sprawl and the villages will
not be seen nor function as villages any more.
• In excess of 1400 new houses (including the neighbouring developments included
in the Draft) will affect the traffic movement in the villages. These new houses will
all have cars, some with 2 or more, adding to congestion and contributing to
detrimental air quality. This will have the compound effect to the Health and
Wellbeing of the communities I serve, many of whom are elderly and many others
with young families. The scale of the housing in the Draft proposal is too much for
me to ignore and, as someone who has lived there for 40 years, I can speak with
some experience.
• The greenbelt should be protected and kept intact to provide the separation of
settlements it was originally intended to do. More effort should be made to
designate brownfield land as suitable for housing even if the ground contaminants
will be costly to remove for the developers. We have a huge loss of greenbelt on
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our doorstep with the IAMP underway and the proximity of this to the villages will
mean loss of habitat both there and, if all of the sites earmarked are retained, in the
villages too. One of the sites H3.59 has been rewilded and this cannot be
reproduced once it has gone.
• I have attended many community events, spoken with many individuals and
groups as well as challenging council planners about the SLR and this Draft Plan. I
cannot balance the views of the residents with the ‘exceptional circumstances’
which needs to be claimed to develop on the greenbelt. As a local representative for
Cleadon and East Boldon it is incumbent on me to be informed, share information
and stand up for my residents. I conclude by saying that I have done as much as I
can to that end and am keen to see planners acknowledge the unsustainable strain
on the area I represent as being contrary to the aims of providing homes to improve
the lives of people when the villages will be overwhelmed by the huge deluge of
new properties.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, an unsubstantiated claim, it seems beyond belief that such
numbers would do anything other than transform the existing settlement beyond
recognition and destroy its unique identity.
As for the proposals themselves, I understand the need for new homes to coincide
with the rising population, however, building 424 new homes will increase the
village housing numbers by approx. 16% - this is well above the average. We all
know the new homes will once again be “Executive” homes – not affordable for the
current residents of Whitburn, and not needed by the elderly of Whitburn, hence
new homes at Thill Stone Mews and Cornthwaite Park townhouses remaining empty
2 years after being built. We do not need more executive homes. When compared
with national averages, Whitburn may have more detached homes than average,
however not one of these are priced lower than £350,000 – what we need is
affordable family homes for future generations so our children can stay in
Whitburn! The plans show the designated areas for the new housing and these
include current Green Belt land. The plans say the land will be de-allocated from
green belt, how is this even possible? The land needs to be kept as Green Belt - to
provide land for agriculture as well as to provide habitat to wildlife. Have the council
carried out any research on the wildlife that is in the local area - what will the new
homes do for local Owls, Foxes, Bats, and Wild Birds that reside to the area? These
homes do not promote objectives 4 and 5 of the local sustainability plan –
“Protecting our Green Belt” and “Enhancing our green infrastructure”. I dread to
think what the traffic will be like with 424 new homes. The traffic in the village is
already non-stop, crossing roads is dangerous at times. The roads are narrow and
adding more traffic to them is an accident waiting to happen, never mind the rising
levels of exhaust fumes we are all being subjected to. There is currently a carbon

monoxide monitor at The Jolly Sailor traffic lights, the levels here have already been
seen to peak above the recommended safe levels. Studies have been done and
continued exposure to exhaust fumes can increase risk of premature death by 7%.
Does this sound like a positive against objective 13 – “Promote healthier people and
communities”? There are numerous livery yards within the area, horse riders are
already having to wear headcams to record vehicles that are getting too close to
them. I don’t even want to think what would happen for the poor equestrians in the
area with extra traffic. Is the council intending on providing for additional road
maintenance? There are already various potholes where the roads are getting
damaged from constant use by vehicles. Lizard Lane in particular is becoming a
hazardous road due to parked cars and people speeding, not to mention the boy
racers charging up and down. Its lethal! The plans show the land at Wellands Farm
will accommodate 200 of the new homes, and what with (hidden) plans from the
council in place to differ traffic from the coast road to Lizard Lane due to coastal
erosion, the traffic on there will be unthinkable. Instead of diverting traffic, or
looking at providing more housing, why not look at ways to prevent coastal erosion?
Shouldn’t you be focusing on preserving our coastline. Additional sewage from new
homes will be deposited into our sea, that’s not doing anything for our coastline
other than polluting and ruining it! The village doctors are already difficult to obtain
an appointment with, Whitburn Doctors Surgery currently has 2 GP’s and a
population of over 5,000 already. That’s around 2,500 patients already per GP – well
above the national average of 1,800 patients per GP.
With an additional 424 homes in the village, and a national average number of
people per household of 2.4, this increases the GP’s patient numbers to around
3,000 per GP.
Does the council consider this safe and satisfactory? Is this really benefiting to the
health and wellbeing of Whitburn residents? These figures haven’t been considered
in the objectives of the plans, instead all it focuses on is the proximity to healthcare.
Residents also have the same concerns when it comes to the Dental Surgery that is
in the village.
In addition, the maternity services in the area are also restricted. South Tyneside
Maternity unit now only accepts low risk births, which already puts additional
pressure on Sunderland Hospital, and the midwife clinic currently only runs for 1 day
a week at the Village Doctors Surgery. We do not even have a baby weigh clinic
within the village now, the closest one being at Cleadon Health Park. We do not
have the health facilities to accommodate 400 new families. Our 2 primary schools,
as well as Whitburn C of E Secondary school, are already working at virtually full
capacity. Application numbers were higher than spaces available in 2018, an
additional 424 homes – which will be aimed at young professional families – will
bring with it the need for additional school spaces. Our schools cannot meet this
need. Again, something the council seems to be oblivious to. You state on your
website your aim is to “Give Children the Best Start in Life” – why not provide them
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with local schools where they stand a chance of gaining a place? By providing them
with green open spaces, without the pollution of car fumes. Why not give them a
chance at having accessible healthcare? I hear there were initial plans to provide
the required number of new housing across the Borough as one new “village”
behind West Boldon, but these plans were kept very quiet and have now been
scrapped. This to me makes far more sense. Close links to the A19, land would be
cheaper for developers so could provide more affordable housing, keep land as
Green Belt where it currently stands, and it keeps our villages just as that – Villages!
Myself, and every single resident I have spoken to, every single resident that have
been taking part in meetings with Whitburn Neighbourhood Forum, strongly urge
the council to reconsider their draft local housing plans. Such a big housing
development is not in the best interest of any of the residents, or the local
environment, and we want to keep Whitburn as a village.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside.
The vast majority of the allocation, around 98%, to the Boldon area is within
Greenfield sites. This will result in an unacceptable loss of greenbelt and wildlife
activity and have huge implications upon biodiversity, infrastructure, services,
pollution and increased traffic congestion.
I would like to express my feelings as to the draft local plan. First, it is my belief that
the proposed housing development is hugely disproportionate to the village. The
road traffic density is already at problematic levels and the increase resulting from
any increase in population would be hugely detrimental to safety, air and noise
pollution, as well as the general quality of life for residents. The present road layout,
I would suggest , would prove very difficult and hugely costly to improve. Significant
concerns also include the present sewage system which, I am informed, is already
struggling in terms of capacity; school places are also already inadequate and would
require substantial investment; health care provision is another serious concern.
The proposed plan seems to be purely for housing and does not appear to include
any infrastructure or amenity improvements and is overwhelmingly on green belt,
much of it productive agricultural land. Whilst I understand that there exists a
perceived need for additional housing, it is my firmly held opinion that development
on such a scale within Whitburn is not at all appropriate or advisable, let alone
desirable.
Re. Response to Pre-Publication South Tyneside Local Plan
I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed development within the area
of the Boldons (Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn) and to support the views of the
Keep Boldon Green Campaign. The proposals for Boldon, in particular will mean the
destruction of large areas of Greenfield sites (only 29 houses are proposed for
brownfield sites compared to an unacceptable 1500 on Greenfield). The proposal is
also completely disproportionate compared to other neighbouring villages. Taking
the proposals for Boldon, Whitburn and Cleadon together the negative impact on
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the environment due to the loss of Greenbelt will be immense. At a time when the
populations of pollinating insects are in catastrophic decline, when once common
birds and mammals are endangered this proposal would see an unacceptable loss of
habitat and would have an unacceptable negative impact on biodiversity in our
area. I have frequently seen curlews (a bird with dwindling populations) feeding on
the fields around Boldon, Cleadon, and Whitburn; fields earmarked in this Local Plan
for building. Additional margins around developments are no compensation for the
loss of current habitat. Once Greenbelt is lost it cannot be recuperated. How will
South Tyneside safeguard existing wildlife habitat and safeguard local biodiversity
and what plans does the Council have to increase the amount of habitat for wildlife
and improve wildlife corridors?
I also object to this Local Plan as it will have a hugely negative impact on local
infrastructure and services; the congestion as a result of the volume of proposed
development having a significant impact on access to key services. The proposed
developments will mean an increase in pollution and traffic congestion. This is
therefore a public health issue as additional and higher levels of pollution will have a
direct impact upon the environment and health of the community. What plans does
the Council have to reduce traffic pollution in the Boldons? The loss of open space
will in addition, have a detrimental impact upon the mental health and well-being of
the community. I further object to the negative impact of these proposals on South
Tyneside’s heritage as they would mean a loss of the distinct characters and
identities of our villages. The boundaries between Boldon and neighbouring villages
and towns are already very narrow and the proposals would reduce distances even
further blurring boundaries. Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn would no longer retain
their identity as villages. This is not a trivial point; the villages are part of South
Tyneside’s cultural heritage and patrimony and need to be protected for the future,
not destroyed. How will the Council guarantee the protection of the unique
characters and identities of the Boldons? It is not acceptable to destroy Greenbelt
areas which once gone, are lost forever and which are so important to our Borough
for a range of compelling environmental, health and wellbeing, and heritage
reasons. We have a duty to future generations not to destroy something so
precious.
In summary my questions are:
1. How will South Tyneside Council safeguard existing wildlife habitat and safeguard
local biodiversity?
2. What plans does the Council have to increase the amount of habitat for wildlife
and improve wildlife corridors?
3. What will the Council do in relation to green spaces to respond to the climate
emergency?
4. What plans does the Council have to reduce traffic pollution in the Boldons?
5. How will the Council guarantee the protection of the unique characters and
identities of the Boldons?
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3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
Having lived here all my life I've always considered East Boldon to be a very pleasant
place to live. There's a balanced cross-section of ages, backgrounds etc. It's
residents live in a place that offers a good quality of life, partly due to the
surrounding green belt, Metro, local facilities and close community. This affords
people local to the area somewhere semi-rural to enjoy leisure/family-time, jogging,
walking, cycling, picnics, bird/wildlife-watching, all of which are essential for a
balanced life and good physical and mental health. There are lots of families from
outside the area who also enjoy East Boldon's facilities too as it affords them a 'day
out' within walking distance/public transport. Any green belt these days is
precious, isn't it what the government keeps banging on about?.... preserving the
environment. This Plan seems to run in the opposite direction of that sentiment.
When the Green Belt has gone it's gone and I'm surprised the Council are not doing
more to preserve it and the environment, despite the alleged housing shortfall. I
did find using the 2014 figures rather than the later 2016 reduced figures more than
puzzling. It defies logic and I couldn't believe Joan Atkinson's flyer which purported
'but we MUST' go by the 2014 figures which is what the government decided. Why
MUST we when they're manipulating the system to their own benefit and that of
business greed over the residents' needs? Although very convenient for
construction/building firms to move in, build an estate and move out I'm sure you'll
agree there's more to life. But I suppose building in bulk is more convenient than
painfully individually cataloguing brownfield sites which need cleaning up to
accommodate your falsely-predicted housing shortfall. South Tyneside, being
bounded by water on 2 fronts does actually physically limit development anyway,
that's a geographical fact. I do really think East Boldon has reached it's absorption
point and that proposed building to this extent (packing them in, because it's
assured most of them will pay cash Council Tax) will annihilate and desecrate the
local area, wildlife, environment and quality of life for everyone. A huge mistake
which I very strongly formally object to.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
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distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I fully support the position stated by the Keep Boldon Green group. The council’s
proposal if accepted and developed will completely destroy the unique character of
the Boldons.
I am sure the council’s obligations with regard to facilitating new home builds can
be met across the borough using brown field with minimal incursion into
green field sites. The green corridor between Boldon and South Shields must be
retained or the borough will become one urban sprawl.
The totally disproportionate allocation of development sites in the Boldons will have
a severe impact on the quality of life for residents due to increased congestion with
resulting increased journey time, poorer air quality and increased road traffic
related accidents and injury.
Please rethink your approach and work towards making South Tyneside a desirable
place to live and work and not a characterless mega housing estate.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
Development on Greenfield Sites
The vast majority of the allocation to the Boldon area is within Greenfield sites.
There is a growing body of evidence/data in the form of peer reviewed publications
(studies) about the benefits of green spaces. I would strongly urge you to read and
consider the report from the Parliamentary Office of Science and Technology, titled
Green Space and Health.
The green spaces that the report refers to are in or near urban areas. The key points

from the report include:• Physical and mental illnesses associated with sedentary urban lifestyles are an
increasing economic and social cost.
• Areas with more accessible green space are associated with better mental and
physical health.
• The risk of mortality caused by cardiovascular disease is lower in residential areas
that have higher levels of ‘greenness’.
• There is evidence that exposure to nature could be used as part of the treatment
for some conditions.
The report is based on literature reviews and interviews with a range of
stakeholders and are externally peer reviewed. These include:
• Professor Stephen Morton; University of Southampton *
• Professor Jules Pretty; University of Essex *
• Professor Jim Harris; Cranfield University*
• Julia Thrift; Town and Country Planning Association*
• Richard Mitchell; Institute of Health and Wellbeing, University of Glasgow*
• Scott Sellers; Defra
• Gordon Scorer and Leah McNally; Wildlife Trust London
• Professor Michael Depledge; Chair of Environment and Human Health at
University of Exeter *
• Dr Rebecca Lovell and Dr Ben Wheeler; University of Exeter*
• Frances Harris; University of Hertfordshire
• David Buck (Public health and health inequalities); The Kings Fund *
• Jean-Pierre Schweitzer and Collective comments from other members of IEEP
including specialists from Centre for Research in Environmental Epidemiology
(CREAL) M. Nieuwenhuijsen, M. Gascon and M. Triguero-Mas; Institute of European
Environmental Policy*
*Denotes people who acted as external reviewers of the briefing.
The report can be found at
https://researchbriefings.parliament.uk/ResearchBriefing/Summary/POST-PN-0538
The full report is easy found and downloaded from this site.
What evidence do South Tyneside council have that their proposed degradation of
our green spaces will (as stated in the POST report above) improve mental and
physical health? As someone who has suffered from mental health issues, I am
keen to hear your response to this.
A second headline from the report highlights the reduced frequency of
cardiovascular disease in areas with high levels of greenness. I am again interested
to know how South Tyneside council responds to this in light of some of the health
issues within the area.
Where is your evidence that this development will improve the health of East
Boldon residents?
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Disproportionate allocation of development within Boldon
The proposed development will have a massive impact on the size of our
community and is hugely disproportionate in size considering the size of the village.
It is ill-judged. I would like to be presented with hard, sourced evidence/data re: the
number of proposed properties in terms of their percentage of the existing village
properties and for this to be compared with similar developments in other similar
communities. If, the percentage allocation to East Boldon exceeds other
developments and/or guidelines, then clearly there is no justification for the
development. But I wish to see the evidence.
I fully support the position stated by the Keep Boldon Green group. The council’s
proposal if accepted and developed will completely destroy the unique character of
the Boldons.
I am sure the council’s obligations with regard to facilitating new home builds can
be met across the borough using brown field with minimal incursion into green field
sites. The green corridor between Boldon and South Shields must be retained or the
borough will become one urban sprawl.
The totally disproportionate allocation of development sites in the Boldons will have
a severe impact on the quality of life for residents due to increased congestion with
resulting increased journey time, poorer air quality and increased road traffic
related accidents and injury. Please rethink your approach and work towards
making South Tyneside a desirable place to live and work and not a characterless
mega housing estate.
As a teacher at the local school I would like to raise my objection to the very large
increase the proposed developments would have on the school roll. I do not believe
the local schools have the capacity to cater for such a rapid increase in numbers that
the new housing will bring.
I would also like to raise my concerns regarding the huge impact on the local flora
and fauna. Wildlife is not restricted to the bounds of the sites of special scientific
interest. Losing green belt around these unique sites will undoubtedly harm the
wildlife that depend on those sites.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside for the following reasons, which are in support of the Keep Boldon
Green campaign (previously reported upon in July 2016):
• The vast majority of the allocation to the Boldon area is within Greenfield sites.
This will result in an unacceptable loss of greenbelt and wildlife activity. Greenfield
Brownfield 8 sites – around 1500 houses 3 sites – 29 houses
• A disproportionate allocation of development within Boldon in comparison to
other neighbouring villages: Village Location Housing Allocation Number of Sites
Boldon 1500 11 (H3.59 to H3.69) Cleadon 231 1 (H3.70) Whitburn 397 5 (H3.71 to
H3.75)
• Huge implications upon biodiversity, infrastructure, services, air pollution,
increased traffic congestion and parking on narrow roads.
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• A distinct loss of character and identity for Boldon with a blurring of boundaries
between neighbouring towns and villages. For example a loss of boundary between
Boldon and South Shields near the site H3.59. This is referred to in the supporting
documentation (Green Belt Review Stage 3) as it states: ‘development in this area
would reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between Boldon and South Shields still
further and would increase pressure on the remainder’ (3.79)
The congestion as a result of the volume of proposed development would have
significant impact on access to key services. The Boldon are already a congested
space during rush hour and this will make it worse.
In addition to my objections above, the Council has not provided evidence on how
the local infrastructure and schools will be upgraded to facilitate such an increase in
dwellings within the village. This is a critical evidence set for people to evaluate the
impact of the proposed changes.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
The congestion as a result of the volume of proposed development would have
significant impact on access to key services. The Boldon are already a congested
space during rush hour and this will make it worse.
In addition to my objections above, the Council has not provided evidence on how
the local infrastructure and schools will be upgraded to facilitate such an increase in
dwellings within the village. This is a critical evidence set for people to evaluate the
impact of the proposed changes.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1

ST2357

Emma Lawson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Object

3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
I came to the village two years ago. My family and I are still on the waiting list for
the dentist. We are still to be allocated a doctor in the area too. How can our
small village sustain more families when it can barely sustain the ones that it
currently has?
I live on a very busy road; within the short amount of time that I have been here, I
have witnessed four accidents at the junction near my house: A184/Boker Lane.
With an increased amount of traffic in the area, how will this junction be made
safer? What is the council proposing to do to support the traffic network when it is
already at dangerous levels? The congestion as a result of the volume of proposed
development would have significant impact on access to key services. Additionally,
this increased traffic will result in higher levels of pollution which will have a direct
impact upon the environment and my family’s health.
My daughter attends the local school, which is also at capacity, or close to capacity.
Firstly, where are the new families’ children going to attend school as there isn’t
room in the present one? Secondly, the school itself has major parking problems;
even if there were spaces made available, how can this small area cope with even
more cars trying to park round or near the school? At some point there will be an
accident on North Road as it is so crowded with cars – not all parents are able to
walk to pick up their children, a lot of them drive straight from work to collect them
so the area will continue to be busy. Adding more children will only exacerbate the
situation further. How are the council planning on educating the children who are
new to the area and how is the parking situation going to be addressed?
Finally, I came to this village not knowing anyone, yet I have been accepted into the
heart of it and found it to be a wonderful place to live. The people here are so
friendly, welcoming and are proud of its identity; I am proud to be part of it too. We
are only a small village but adding this many houses will nearly double the village in
size and will potentially ruin the wonderful community spirit that we have. We have
a distinct character within South Tyneside and blurring our boundaries will lose that
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forever.
I would like the council to seriously reconsider where these houses are to be placed
and particularly the amount of houses that have been allocated to our beautiful
area. I would urge the council to view the bigger picture and consider how the area
will be able to support these families in terms of health and education and obviously
the severe impact that this will have on the environment.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
As residents of West Boldon, we write to formally object to the Draft Local Plan. We
believe that should all of the proposed sites for development within the Boldon area
be built upon, there would be very serious and damaging consequences for the
villages of Boldon and for those who live and work in the area. Given that the
village of West Boldon already suffers from high volumes of traffic, particularly at
peak times, this would be exacerbated further by increased traffic flows as a result
of the development of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park currently
under development. Further increases by the introduction of so many new homes
proposed in the Draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in increasing serious road
safety Issues and pollution which would be harmful to the health of all residents of
the area.
The number of houses proposed in the plan will also create additional strain on the
existing infrastructure and facilities such as roads, drainage and sewerage systems,
health services and schools. There appears to be little consideration of this within
the plan and little appreciation of how the increase in the number of residents will
affect the lives of those already living in the area.
Where Boldon used to be separated by green belt away from surrounding housing,
these areas are gradually being eroded away.
Boldon will no longer have its own identity but end up part of a large urban sprawl.
The vast majority of land allocated for housing within the plan is green belt. The
potential development of these areas would result in loss of habitat for wildlife
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which may be the only refuge for such creatures with the vast area of green belt
being lost to the International Advanced Manufacturing Park adjacent to the
boundary of Boldon. Those areas also provide enjoyment for the community
allowing pleasant walks, running, horse riding and general exercise which benefits
the heath of residents.
There is also a disproportionate allocation of development in Boldon where 1500
houses are proposed, as against 231 for Cleadon and 397 for Whitburn, why is this
the case?
We can only hope that sense will prevail and this plan will be re-thought through,
allowing Boldon to keep its own identity and be the place where all like to live, not
as part of South Tyneside housing estate where we all live crushed together like
bees in a bee hive.
The proposed use of brownfield sites is very limited compared to the loss of
greenbelt and local park areas, surely all brownfield sites should be prioritised and
utilised for housing before any consideration is given to development of green
areas.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this
will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything
other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this
will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything
other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
To whom it may concern,
I am a resident of East Boldon, a member of the East Boldon Neighbourhood Forum
Executive, a member of Cleadon and East Boldon Ward Labour Party, a former
science teacher and a graduate in science. I have worked on EBNF since the group
first formed. My area of work is Natural Environment because that is where my
experience lies. My concerns and objections reflect my political allegiances as well
as my concerns for my community, my training and work as a scientist for over 35
years and my work alongside others as a member of East Boldon Neighbourhood

Forum.
There are many laudable ideas in the draft Local Plan but the means of achieving
them seems to be unclear and in some cases counter-intuitive. This is definitely the
case with regard to the Climate Emergency; building on greenbelt is the least
predictable decision that I would expect to see in the Local Plan knowing that just
over 2 months ago the Local Authority declared a Climate emergency. Greenbelt
actually mitigates the harmful effects of climate change so to declare a Climate
Emergency then immediately declare intentions to get rid of greenbelt seems an
unfathomable decision.
Much of the greenbelt in East Boldon is actually wetland. Wetlands and their
associated species are becoming an increasingly rare habitat across the country as
developments call for the drainage and 'mitigation' of such spaces. This squeezes
out adapted species for this type of habitat. Planning decisions such as those
currently being made are responsible for the extinction of 500 native species in 200
years i.e 2.5 species per year on average go extinct because they have been pushed
to the edge of their ecological and climatic range and squeezed out. We are said to
be living through the 6th Great Extinction event in geological time -the Holocene
extinction. I object to the plans to build on greenbelt for the reasons already given
but also for the reasons given below:
Policy S1 Spatial Strategy – Object
b) We do not accept that the proposals for new housing in Cleadon and East Boldon
respect the distinctive character of our villages nor do they secure their
sustainability. Our villages have Conservation Areas at their centre and their rural
setting in the Green Belt provides this distinctiveness.
e) ii) we do not believe that the proposals will lead to the plan led development of
our villages in an acceptable way.
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g) We do not accept that sustainable growth will occur and we oppose the
amendment of the Green Belt boundary around our villages. We do not believe that
these proposals will positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
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h) These proposals will not protect the openness and permanence of the Green Belt
around Cleadon and East Boldon and they will not preserve the special and separate
characters of our villages.
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3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
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important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the villages of Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of Boldon villages. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not
be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy their unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the villages of Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of Boldon villages. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not
be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy their unique
identity.
As a resident and a parent I am very concerned for these plans to go ahead the
traffic is already a problem and the amount of cars on the road its a little village. The
schools are limited to 31 children per year group I don't think they could cope with
400+ homes been built for family's which will put a massive strain on our children's
learning if classes are to be made bigger to reschool the children if needed be or if
the people have little ones and wanting to go to a local school. And the doctors
surgery will also be put under immense pressure And means the residents who
already live here will suffer it's so hard to get to see the doctor now I have a
disabled son and this worries me a lot...
FINANCIAL POSITION
I understand that the Council currently has a significant level of debt. Please confirm
that the building of houses on the Greenbelt is not a method by which the Council is
seeking to receive funds or income to alleviate this debt.
INFRASTRUCTURE IMPACTS
The current infrastructure cannot support the number of homes proposed. The road
network, traffic management, public transport, schools, medical and care facilities
are all inadequate currently and will be completely overwhelmed by the planned
proposals. How does South Tyneside plan to address these infrastructure issues?
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
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not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I am dismayed that South Tyneside Council are proposing development of our
valuable green spaces and the resulting negative impact within the village of
Boldon. I expect our Local Authority Planners to be professional and creative in
finding suitable sites for development rather than taxing the easy option and
grabbing Green Belt land. The proposed development of our village is completely
disproportionate when compared to the whole of the borough of South Tyneside
and must not go ahead.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
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the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
• Metros are already full.
• Roads are already congested.
• Green Belt is there for a reason.
• There are many brownfield sites that can be developed instead.
• Further development may increase my levels of stress.
• Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon the
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environment and health of the community
• Wildlife and novel species will be lost
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. (Ref: draft Local Plan
policy S1)
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary). (Ref: draft Local Plan policy NE1).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating
climate change (see point 5 below) (Ref: draft Local Plan policy NE2)
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… The East Boldon Forum
consultations have ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East
Boldon and it is the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set
out what that character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a
design code to help maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has
traditionally grown incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s
when there was the largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that
was only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to
completely destroy the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
There is a genuine village feel and community spirit here which I feel would be lost if
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all available areas of green space are to be merged together to create one
continuous urban development.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… The East Boldon Forum
consultations have ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East
Boldon and it is the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set
out what that character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a
design code to help maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has
traditionally grown incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s
when there was the largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that
was only 350 houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to
completely destroy the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
There is a genuine village feel and community spirit here which I feel would be lost if
all available areas of green space are to be merged together to create one
continuous urban development.
1.5 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools. There is inadequate
analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the
increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already
live and work in the Forum Area. We currently have an infant and a junior school,
both of which are currently full (infants 180, juniors 240) and feed into Whitburn
Academy for Y7, which is also massively oversubscribed. Is there any Pupil Place
Planning analysis to support the viability of so many additional houses & potential
pupils into our schools? Where will these children go to school if the local schools
are already full? Also how will so many additional residents access the doctors
surgeries and how much more pressure will there be on South Tyneside Hospital
where departments are already being closed due to staffing difficulties. There is
then obvious knock on effect of further major traffic congestion around school
times all of which is unsustainable on our already very busy roads.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
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3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
I am a resident of East Boldon, I work in central Newcastle. I am appalled at the
council’s absolute contempt of East Boldon residents in the unfair number of
proposed houses within our village. We will no longer be a village but become urban
sprawl. Talk about money talking as it’s obvious that the council is only interested in
the higher Council tax charges that they can gain if they build within our village. No
thought has been given to infrastructure, health services, inadequate sewerage
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services- already poisoning Latimer’s beach at Seaburn with raw sewerage daily,
never mind the addition of all of the proposed building work. No consideration
given to wildlife or existing wildlife corridors. Proposed rail bridges…it seems to be a
case of ‘get the houses built in huge numbers and worry about the rest later.’
Absolutely preposterous proportions.
All of the documentation provided by the council is questionable, no meat on the
bones to back it up, just someone’s opinion. Well we are all capable of that and I say
no, along with thousands of other residents of East Boldon.
The housing need survey performed by professional for the Forum advised that we
would only need 250 houses for the next 15 years or so…nowhere near the
extortionate numbers we have been quoted!
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PLAN - PRE PUBLICATION DRAFT - Letter of Objection
As a Resident of West Boldon, I write to formally object to the Draft Local Plan. I
believe that should all of the sites proposed for development within by the Draft
Local Plan within the East and West Boldon areas to be built upon, there would be
very serious and damaging consequences for the Villages of East and West Boldon,
and for those who live and work in the area as a whole. I believe because of the
inter-connectedness of not only these two villages, but also of Boldon Colliery,
Cleadon and Whitburn, this issue cannot and should not be dealt with as a question
of planning impact on separate villages, but as a holistic impact on the overall
villages community from Whitburn right through to Boldon Colliery. I base this view
not least on the linear nature of this rural conurbation and its correspondingly linear
roads network, which is acutely vulnerable to increased traffic all along its length – a
consequence which I believe is inevitable if the council’s excessive (and in my view
wholly unsupported) housing demand forecast is used the justification for future
development, be that residential or commercial. The reasons for my concern are
set out in the points listed below.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of West and East Boldon Villages, effectively merging them into one,
with only the nominal boundary of Boker Lane to separate them. This strikes me as
wanton destruction of identifiable community geography. How can that be justified,
when the whole thrust of social policy must, by definition, focus on the protection
of ‘community’? Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it
seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform
the existing settlements beyond recognition and destroy their unique identity.
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3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
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nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
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I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
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3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
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flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on

nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village:
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, I believe it is not credible that such numbers would do anything
other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
I also wish to amplify the concerns of those objecting to the proposed house
building project, which is disproportionately concentrated within Boldon and
Cleadon.
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I also wish to amplify the concerns of those objecting to the proposed house
building project, which is disproportionately concentrated within Boldon and
Cleadon.
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h) The Plan does not adequately deal with the major parking problems which
currently exist in the streets around & adjacent to the Metro station. This, coupled
with associated traffic issues, is a major concern for most local residents & has been
acknowledged & recognised by Council Planners (recent Planning Application for
Mayflower Glass Site). To what degree will this problem be exacerbated by the
addition of 950 homes & 2,000 residents?
i) Any new housing which takes place in East Boldon village, must be of a scale &
type which is needed by the community, including affordable homes & homes for
older people. The Community oppose any type of development which is driven
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purely from a commercial/profit point of view, which has scant regard for the
housing needs of the residents.
Policy S1
a) The land within the three sites listed below is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
b) The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity, character & atmosphere.
c) The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the East
Boldon area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area & in a relatively
short period of time, without harmful disruption to those who live and work there.
The pace of new development within East Boldon should be subject to appropriate
timescales, as well as provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that
development is sensitive to its impact on the village life and the community. This
should be an explicit requirement of the Local Plan.
d) This policy states that:
“Majority of new development will be focussed on South Shields, Jarrow & Hebburn
– this is not the case regarding new housing – especially when considered in terms
of proportionality! The focus is in fact placed on South Shields & East Boldon!
e) The new housing sites in East Boldon go against all 5 Green Belt objectives.
f) The Draft Plan places an over-emphasis on the demand for commercial / port
related uses along the River Tyne corridor – more of this land should be made
available for new housing.
I am utterly astounded and appalled by the proposed housing to be built in our
‘VILLAGE’ and surroundings areas.
Boldon is a ‘VILLAGE’ not a town, it already has major traffic congestion issues,
getting in and out of Boldon is near impossible as it is and these proposals will make
that far worse, not to mention the pollution this causes and as an asthma sufferer
this will affect me massively.
I am 40 years old and have lived in Boldon since birth and may parents were told we
were to have a bypass road built to alleviate traffic years ago and this never
materialised, and now you propose to overload the village even more.
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I’d also like to know what your proposals are for schooling? The village of Boldon as
it stands has 3 primary schools and 1 senior school. The primary schools which are
oversubscribed as it is will struggle to cope with more residents and families moving
into the area. My daughter currently attends a school in Jarrow as I struggled to get
her into my chosen school of East Boldon. West Boldon C of E School was closed
and now that land is to have housing built on it, why not build another school?
As a parent I’m also going to struggle when it comes to senior school allocation for
my daughter. The areas you proposed to build on have 2 senior schools in the
catchment areas, Boldon School and Whitburn. Whitburn is massively
oversubscribed and Boldon is struggling in Ofsteds, but with the closure of another
school (South Shields) it will also end up being over subscribed. Has this been part
of the thought process when the proposal of all these houses has been put
forward??
I’d also like to raise the issue of healthcare, we have 1 GP practice in Boldon so
where are all of these proposed new residents going to receive medical treatment?
GP practices already struggle to see patients when appointments are needed, surely
this is going to put more pressure on the already pressurised NHS. Plus with the
major downgrading of our local hospital, maternity services and children’s A&E you
are creating issues for the surrounding all ready struggling hospitals and this will
only add to the issues.
My biggest bug bare about all of this is that yes we need housing but its ‘SOCIAL’
housing we need, not more unaffordable private housing. How many of these
proposed houses are to be council/social housing?? My guess is a very small
amount. With unaffordable private housing usually comes more cars as people who
can afford the housing tend to have more than 1 vehicle hence adding to issues.
I feel that this is pure insanity and an ill thought out plan by people only thinking of
money. Built schools, GP practices, better roads and sort out our hospital and local
services before any houses are built. You are ruining our villages with your greed.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
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houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village Policy S1
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
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unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I wish to register my OBJECTION to the plans to build a number of houses in the
Boldon area, particularly close to Natley Avenue and north of New Road (field that
Beckenham backs on to).
The reasons for this are as follows;
• The East Boldon Junior School is marked by OFSTED as REQUIRING
IMPROVEMENT. Therefore I am extremely concerned about the additional
disruption that would be caused if this school needed to be extended to
accommodate extra children. The school’s only focus at this time should be on
improving it’s standards. The council’s calculations of children numbers have been
shown to be extremely inaccurate following the building of a new school, shortly
followed by it’s closure due to lack of numbers. I am therefore dubious of their
calculations in this area.
• The traffic in the area is already at a very high level, to the point where we cannot
safely exit the top of the The Hawthorns safely at most times of the day (my address
is 100 Langholm Road). The build-up of traffic on Front Street already leads to
frustration amongst drivers at peak times, at the boundary between an Infant and
Junior School. The level of pollution could also only increase with the increased
traffic. I believe it is clear that the roads around the Boldon area cannot take any
extra traffic, and I understand that the council’s information on this is out of date by
some way.
• There is only one GP surgery currently serving the Boldon area. At the consultation
event, I was told that the council has no influence on GP surgeries, in other words
there has been no thought or forward-planning given to accommodating extra
people in the area.
• There is also no communication between the council and the owners of the Metro
service. I have not seen any evidence to suggest this already very busy service could
cope with the extra use that would be expected with the additional population
(especially as Newcastle council plan to introduce a charge to drive into Newcastle
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city centre, expecting more people to use public transport).
The council’s plans are inaccurate and poorly researched, leaning disproportionately
towards lucrative greenbelt sites instead of using brownfield sites. They have made
no contingency plans to accommodate the effects on school children, GP patients,
or users of the infrastructure around this area.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside for the following reasons, which are in support of the Keep Boldon
Green campaign (previously reported upon in July 2016).
The additional congestion as a result of the proposed developments would have a
severe impact on residents. This would be especially significant at east Boldon rail
crossing which already suffers from regular disruptive congestion.
The additional number of residents from the proposed developments will have a
severe and unsustainable adverse impact on the local schools, which are already
fully subscribed.
The additional number of residents from the proposed developments will have a
severe and unsustainable effect on local medical services, resulting in increased
pressure on other, already stretched local services such as Accident & Emergency
departments and drop in centres.
The proposed developments will result in a distinct loss of character and identity for
Boldon, with a blurring of boundaries between neighbouring towns and villages. For
example the loss of boundary between Boldon and South Shields near the H3.59.
The overwhelming majority of proposed development in the Boldon area is within
Greenfield sites (8 sites / approximately 155 houses) as oppose to Brownfield (3
sites / 29 houses)
There is a disproportionate allocation of developments in Boldon when compared to
other neighbouring villages (Boldon 11 sites / 1500 houses, Cleadon 1 sites / 231
houses, Whitburn 5 sites / 397 houses)
Thank you for information on proposed sites & development in Cleadon &
surrounding villages. In view of Strategic Land Review I would like to submit the
following observations and objections.
1. Amenities of Cleadon & surrounding villages will be under pressure
2. Remaining green spaces lost forever.
3. Schools already full & under pressure
4. Existing Health Services already greatly strained
5. Roads unable to cope with extra traffic & pollution
6. Car parking already severely restricted e.g. Metro Station East Boldon
I hope you will give this your kind attention, as once this land is lost to developers it
is gone forever.
I am opposed to the proposed developments within the Boldon area of South
Tyneside for the following reasons. These are in support of the Keep Boldon Green
campaign and the West Boldon residents Association.
1. There is a disproportionate allocation of development within the Boldons in

comparison to other neighbouring villages. Could this be because the council view
these areas as easier targets, or Cleadon and Whitburn have more difficult
associations to combat?
2. The vast majority of the allocation to the Boldon area is using green belt land.
This will result in an unacceptable loss of an already tight green belt between South
Tyneside and Sunderland and internal corridors within South Tyneside.
On the border of South Tyneside, we have already lost hectares of land to IAMP
with more to follow. I personally regret the loss of this land from the greenbelt and
wildlife corridor, however with the promise of much needed employment I cannot
object.
The reason for using this greenbelt land is said to be for necessary housing. The
councils initial reasoning for this housing focused on immigrants needs, which
hopefully will not now develop because they see it is as a good place to live or to be
near their family. Building these houses then destroys these very reasons for the
existing residents. We would like to raise further concerns regarding the availability
of sufficient education places and suitable health care facilities close to the
proposed developments. The impending closure of South Tyneside Community
School, the difficulty obtaining place for students at Whitburn Church of England
Academy and Cleadon Church of England Academy for primary school children are
known. These problems with education coupled with the reduction of services at
South Tyneside Hospital, especially A&E, would lead to these already overstretched
essential services being completely overwhelmed.
We believe that all of the above objections, along with other’s, which have been
raised by other parties, in conjunction with South Tyneside Council’s own previously
stated (and published) policy, more than justify the reconsideration and cancellation
of the intended, proposed developments on GREEN BELT LAND.
And please remember your policy is, or used to be: ‘Ensuring that the Green Belt
continues to safeguard the countryside from encroachment and check the
unrestricted sprawl of Tyne and Wear’.
Surrounding South Tyneside are other boroughs Sunderland, North Tyneside, and
Washington, who are building vast numbers of houses. These are in easy reach of
South Tyneside, and especially the IAMP site when it develops.
Should these sites be allowed the type of housing to be built will certainly not be
social or affordable homes. The type of housing built will almost certainly be what
the big builders or the councils own building arm wants to build. I cannot but feel
the whole exercise is for the benefit of these or the councils own council taxes. For
30 million English citizens most accessible countryside is within one of our 14
greenbelts. CPRE.
3. This will have huge implications for the areas concerning biodiversity
infrastructure services pollution and traffic congestion.
The wildlife corridors have been squeezed over the years, ponds have been infilled
and hedgerows lost, leading to a loss of wildlife flowers trees and the general
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biodiversity. Pollution from traffic, air quality, agricultural processes and general
increase in the population have all led to a loss of biodiversity.
The council wants to make the situation worse by taking more greenbelt?
The infrastructure cannot cope out the moment. I have lived in the Boldons for 73
years now. The A184 from Testo’s through to Boldon Lane ends has not changed in
this time. A bypass was put forward in 1934 which never happened, it must have
been thought necessary then. We are left with the same road and every increasing
traffic and pollution. The proposed flyover at Testo’s will speed the north south
traffic along the A19 but that using the A184 will remain the same, and indeed
increase with the further development. The council are tinkering at the edges with a
flyover at Tilesheds. This may slightly help the traffic but the amount of land taken
and the effect on the scenery will be devastating, Up grading new road will not
achieve anything because of the bottlenecks at Cleadon and Boldon Colliery.
Nothing is to help the A184, traffic will increase, congestion will increase. The result
of this will have a significant impact on access in general and especially the access to
key services.
Pollution is bound to increase which will have a direct impact on both the
environment and the health of the community.
We will lose recreational services, open space and valued landscape. We are told
that the council wants us to live in an outstanding place to bring up our families. The
council is doing all it can to destroy this. This process is having and will have a
detrimental impact on mental health and well-being of the community. Access to
services will become more difficult, doctors, health clinics, schools. No proposals
have been made for extra services apart from as and when i.e. reactive rather than
proactive.
Further to my previous email, I would like to add further objections to the South
Tyneside Local Plan to build around 1500 homes in the Boldon area. Can the council
please give me a reason why 194 brownfield sites were omitted from the allocation
? This omission is at odds with NPPF policies which intend to protect the Green Belt,
even though the council refer to its commitment to make "as much use as possible
of suitable brownfield sites and underutilised land... before concluding whether
exceptional circumstances exist to justify Green Belt release". Could you please
enlighten me on the "exceptional circumstances" which preclude 194 brownfield
sites to be included in the allocation?
I look forward to hearing your response to this objection.
My objection to this plan is that the infrastructure in the village of Whitburn is not
suitable to support development on this scale.
The sewage system cannot cope with the volumes at the moment and
enormous amounts of raw macerated sewage is disposed of in the sea at Whitburn
regularly. With planned developments at Seaburn, Cleadon , Boldon and Whitburn
our sea and beaches will be polluted beyond all recognition.
The roads in Whitburn are not adequate to cope with such a large amount of
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extra houses., especially the proposed site in Lizard Lane where the access would be
through the present housing estates. Traffic coming from Cleadon direction already
goes through the estate via Wellands Lane, Parry Drive etc where cars are parked on
both sides of the road and children are playing.
Vehicles coming from the proposed development in Cleadon Lane travelling
east would all have to go via the one way system in Sandy Chare which can barely
cope at the moment
Whitburn is often gridlocked at the moment especially when children are going
to or leaving school.
There are only 2 doctors in Whitburn who treat a higher number of patients than
average at the moment so are clearly not going to be able to treat families from
another almost 400 homes
Policy S1 states an intention to deliver a ‘clean and green environment’. South
Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on July 18th 2019 to prevent an
environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following climate change legislation
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004
“Development Plan documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed
to secure that development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area
contribution to the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which

local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S1 fails to protect the retention of the Green Belt as one of the five purposes
of the Green Belt is to check unrestricted sprawl of care built up areas. This Policy
does not show the unrestricted urban sprawl in the village of East Boldon, which will
double its housing numbers and will also suffer from the development in the
neighbouring Sunderland’s Local Plan. In fact much of this policy is misleading as 18
of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt. So how can this
policy support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away significant amount of Green Belt land. Is this
another reason why Transport has been removed from this document?
Policy S1 does not reduce emissions and has a negative not positive impact on
climate change in South Tyneside as more traffic will be directed into areas where
there is existing traffic congestion such as busy A184 and New Road in Boldon which
will also be impacted from development in Sunderland’s Local Plan. These roads will
be affected by increased traffic to and from the IAMP site. This is very worrying as it
will increase noise and traffic pollution to residential areas. More investigation
needs to be carried out into the impact of this Policy particularly in East Boldon,
West Boldon and Cleadon Village which will see a significant increase in traffic with
the loss of much of their Green Belt, which presently gives some protection against
the more damaging effects of traffic pollution.
This policy does not minimise environmental impact as habitats will be lost in many
Green Belt sites under threat. This policy does nothing to conserve or enhance
biodiversity, SuDs policies put forward does nothing to enhance natural
environment. The main concerns about SuDS ponds were related to health and
safety risks, and this outcome was confirmed by a more recent study (Bastien et al.,
2012).
Both studies confirmed that public education and good design and maintenance are
crucial in managing and addressing perceived risks. Education strategies for local
residents should cover:

. The functionality of the surface water management system – where the water
flows, where and why it is stored, where it is released to, what would happen if it
wasn’t there, how it will operate and how it is likely to look in different seasons.
. The benefits afforded to the local community and wider society by the SuDS
system, including children’s education opportunities.
. The design measures in place to mitigate health and safety risks.
. How and when the system is maintained.
. The actions that the local community and amenity users should take to further
minimise health and safety risks (including effective litter control).
. Contact information if a health and safety or maintenance concern is identified.
In addition, to allay concerns about open water, it must be clear to those using the
surrounding amenity space why it is important to manage and treat the runoff from
our development areas and how it is collected and stored.
SuDS is also costly and needs to be maintained, this often does not happen after the
developer has completed site. I understand the run off on all sites is to river `Don
however SuDS is not designed to prevent river flooding at these sites It has been
noted in Achieving sustainable drainage: A review of delivery by Lead Local Flood
Authorities (January 2019) that:
“Whilst SuDS are included as appropriate measures in areas prone to flooding, it
should be noted that SuDS are not intended to prevent river flooding (fluvial), as its
purpose is to address surface water flooding from rainfall (pluvial). Managing rapid
surface water runoff, and in particular retrofitting SuDS, can reduce existing surface
water flooding problems, which may also help reduce low level river flooding where
it is exacerbated by urban runoff. However, SuDS cannot prevent river flooding on
their own.’
So SuDS will not prevent flooding from the River Don therefore will not mitigate
flood risk.
Also noted
There was concern that good conditions can be recommended, but can then be
negotiated away by developers on viability grounds.
This suggests that developers do not always do the right thing so will need planning
safeguards. This suggests developers are not committed to the principles of SuDS
and unwilling to deliver more than just drainage. In fact the sheer volume of
development in a small area will cause many problems which are not addressed in
Policy S1.
Policy S1 needs to be reviewed as it does not address green infrastructure. To be
considered robust this Policy must clarify how the Spatial Strategy will contribute to
the distinctive features of specific areas showing how they will be enhanced as this
is not shown it this Policy.
Policy S1 needs to be reviewed as it does not address green infrastructure. To be
considered robust this Policy must clarify how the Spatial Strategy will contribute to
the distinctive features of specific areas showing how they will be enhanced as this

is not shown it this Policy.
Policy S1 does nothing to reduce congestion. This policy is focused on economic
growth at the expense of residents in key areas. For example transport plans which
are hidden in plan are not sustainable such as the “level crossing closure”
mentioned on page 37, allocated site H3.1(SBC096) Land at Benton Road I
understand this refers to the closure of two level crossings over Metro line at
Benton Road and Tilesheds nearby which requires major changes to roads, including
a road bridge over Metro line on a minor road. This will be a strain on the public
purse, £20 million is sum mentioned in latest Transport figures, and cause both
noise and traffic pollution in residential areas, so not sustainable. This scheme is not
sustainable as it will reroute traffic into quiet residential areas increasing danger to
the public more so than current barrier system. The scale and location of allocated
sites will cause congestion, possibly gridlock at busy times of day.
Policy S1 Promote equality of opportunity and access and promote good relations
between diverse communities. Distinctive features of villages will be sacrificed to
regenerate South Shields. Development land within town centre has been identified
for hospitality, to promote tourism rather than housing. This is an ambitious plan as
it South Shields not a tourist destination. Focus of this Policy and indeed this plan is
South Shields rather than outlying villages. This Policy only serves to protect South
Shields Town Centre at the expense of the Green Belt. This needs to be reviewed to
restore balance.
Policy S1 does not support economic growth outside of South Shields Town Centre
for example Cleadon Lane Industrial estate is to be regenerated for mixes use, 245
houses are to be built with the loss of economic development sites. Agricultural land
sacrificed for housing. This is next to a development site at North Farm in Boldon
H3.59, SBC003, where 588 houses are proposed, with at least another 700 houses
proposed within approximately a mile radius. So Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate
needs to remain as a source of employment rather than becoming a housing estate.
Policy S1 supports development of the A19 Economic Growth Corridor and SS1
supports redevelopment of the Riverside; however this does not fully support the
needs of the employment needs of the Borough and could limit support for new
employment areas. The “A19 Growth corridor” (IAMP) has required loss of Green
Belt and will require changes to rail and road taking more Green Belt. This must be
taken into account in this Policy document.
Policy S1 does not promote equality in South Tyneside. Should South Tyneside grow
its population in anything like the levels indicated in this Plan, it will need to focus
on providing more affordable housing within the central urban area, where young
people are more likely to want to live. However this land has been reserved for
tourism and building of more hotels and guest houses which are not needed as
South Shields only aspires to be a tourist destination. Far better to build houses that
will be occupied than hotels and guest houses which will stand empty, particularly
when Green Belt land is at stake. This land in South Shields needs to be prioritised
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for housing rather than Green Belt sites allocated in this plan. South Shields is
prioritised over the villages of Cleadon, Whitburn and East and West Boldon, all of
which will lose the distinctive character of their villages in the unchecked urban
sprawl proposed in this Plan. They will begin to merge into one huge urban area.
Policy S1 does not identify a dispersed approach to Housing as it is disproportionate
in many areas apart from the South Shields Town Centre. For example in East
Boldon where most of allocated land is Green Belt there is a 50% increase in
housing. So this will not provide a better neighbourhood as infrastructure cannot
support the mass development proposed. There is however potential to redevelop
derelict and run down areas of housing in South Shields, particularly around Tyne
Dock area. This needs to be prioritised before deallocating Green Belt land in areas
where it will place an unsustainable strain on infrastructure.
Policy S1 does not identify a dispersed approach to Housing as it is disproportionate
in many areas apart from the South Shields Town Centre. For example in East
Boldon where most of allocated land is Green Belt there is a 50% increase in
housing. So this will not provide a better neighbourhood as infrastructure cannot
support the mass development proposed. There is however potential to redevelop
derelict and run down areas of housing in South Shields, particularly around Tyne
Dock area. This needs to be prioritised before deallocating Green Belt land in areas
where it will place an unsustainable strain on infrastructure.
Policy S1 does not promote healthier people and communities as increased traffic
pollution will cause health problems. Removal of the Green Belt in Whitburn,
Cleadon and particularly Boldon will have a negative impact on the health and well
being of the residents. As South Tyneside District Hospital is in the process of losing
vital services to Sunderland which will mean down-grading and loss of District
General Hospital services which means the health provision in South Tyneside will
not meet the needs of the community.
Policy S1 does not make clear how these targets will be met. In fact proposals in
Policies H1 And H3 will lead to growth which does not respect the distinctive
character of the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn. Land
for new homes proposed will not lead to the acceptable plan-led development of
these villages. The impact these have had on the community has been considerable
– increased traffic congestion, pressure on local facilities, school places and health
services.
Policy S1 is not positively prepared as most of the housing development is in areas
which do not have the infrastructure to accommodate the proposed development.
For example, the population of the Boldon area will be doubled this will lead to
increased traffic congestion, noise and pollution as a result of the volume of
proposed development which will also have significant impact on access to key
services. It will provide an unacceptable 50% increase in the number of homes in
East Boldon forum area which is already suffering from the impact of increased
traffic.
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Having already endorsed the East Boldon Forum Document I would like to add my
own personal comments.
1. The article : https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/article/38641/Health-andWellbeing-Board states that the board, of whom Cllr Iain Malcom is chair, states
they will “improve the health and wellbeing of our children, adults and families and
reduce current health inequalities, to help people live longer and healthier lives. At
a time of significant change, the Board will work together to drive forward the new
health and wellbeing agenda to secure improved outcomes for our local
population.”
It is now widely acknowledged that having “green spaces” has a positive impact on
mental health and wellbeing, therefore how can there be any justification made for
the amount of proposed greenbelt being eradicated in such a small area? Can Cllr
Iain Malcom give any comments on the negative impact it would have on Health &
Well Being in the Boldon area?
2. Why is there such a large amount of the development being crammed into a small
area rather than distributed across South Tyneside?
3. The figures seem over-inflated. Can you provide proof of ways you have worked
with local boroughs to ensure that the housing need is looked at as a whole and
figures have not been duplicated.
4. Can you provide evidence of using an up to date brown field register rather than
the out of date one on your council website (2016)?
5. How much of the housing figures will be used for social housing / low cost
housing, which is at the crux of the housing crisis?
The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. East Boldon is revered for its “character” and the plan outlines how
important this is to the borough in Policy S1 b) & h)iv… EBNF consultations have
ascertained that this is what people most like about living in East Boldon and it is
the single most important thing to them. We have attempted to set out what that
character is in the emerging Neighbourhood plan and suggest a design code to help
maintain the character in future developments. East Boldon has traditionally grown
incrementally with small increases in houses, until the 1980s when there was the
largest increase ever with the Pastures and Paddocks – and that was only 350
houses. 950 houses is therefore unprecedented and is likely to completely destroy
the distinct village feel and unique character of East Boldon.
Policy S1 mentions sustainable transport modes which can only mean Metro, which
is not fit for purpose. New trains and improvements will not be delivered within the
lifetime of this plan. Contracts were awarded to Spain on 18th September 2019. Is
this why the transport infrastructure needed to deliver this plan has been removed
from this document? Green cycle tracks on disused mineral lines are being proposed
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for use to extend Metro, so how can it be sustainable? These cycle tracks should
remain in place to encourage green transport, like cycling.
Policy S1 does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural assets of South
Tyneside. Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. Natural assists
are not protected, in this Plan many of the distinctive features of the villages of
Cleadon, West Boldon, East Boldon and Cleadon will be destroyed. Trees and
hedgerow which currently improve air quality in areas proposed for development
will be destroyed leading to poor air quality. In 1998 most site in this plan were
rejected by the inspector because there was sufficient housing land available:
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
Policy S1 does nothing to protect the Green Belt and is not consistent with national
policy. In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural
England (CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for
housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’
Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
I am opposed to the proposed development within the Boldon area of South
Tyneside for the following reasons.
The vast majority of the allocation to the Boldon area is within greenfield sites. This
will result in an unacceptable loss of greenbelt and wildlife activity.
There will be a disproportionate allocation of development within Boldon in
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comparison to other neighbouring villages. There are huge implication upon
biodiversity, infrastructure, services, pollution and increased traffic congestion.
There will be a distinct loss of character and identity for Boldon, with the blurring of
boundaries between neighbouring towns and villages.
I am totally opposed to 11 sites located around Boldon-H3.59 to H3.69. Especially
H3.65 and H3.69.
As a resident of West Boldon, I write to formally object of the Draft Local Plan.
I believe that should all of the sites proposed for development within the Boldon
area by the Draft Local Plan were to be built upon, resulting in up to 1597 new
homes, there would be very serious and damaging consequences for the villages of
Boldon, and for those who live and work in the area. I set out the reasons for my
concern in the points listed below.
1.0 Scale and Numbers of the Proposed Development:
1.3 Given that the village of West Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious
pollution and road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of
local adults and children alike.
1.4 The Local Authority is aware of the serious parking issues affecting West Boldon.
The scale of the proposals set out within the draft Local Plan will make this already
difficult problem intolerable for those who live there. The Local Plan does little to
adequately address this issue and it is therefore of serious concern.
1.5 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools. There is inadequate
analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the
increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already
live in West Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of West Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of West Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this
will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything
other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
Another concern for us is the fact that these houses will be built on some of our only
areas of village green belt, instead of brownfield sites elsewhere in the borough.
This would lead to wildlife in the area losing their habitat. Additionally,
developments would only cause a problem for dog walkers and others that enjoy
the surrounding environment, but would also lead to a loss of clean, village identity.
The increase in cars and people would also lead to an enormous, concentrated
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increase in pollution which would only be further, unnecessary destruction of the
village and further environment.
On July 18th, South Tyneside Council also declared a climate emergency in the
Borough of South Tyneside. Protection of green belt land is one of the most
important ways to preserve land and mitigate the effects of carbon dioxide
emissions, due to the ability of plants to take it in during photosynthesis.
Destruction of green belt sites to built housing seems to ignore this, therefore
ignoring the increasingly important threat that is climate change, and does nothing
to help mitigate its effects. If the council are the ones that declared this emergency,
don’t you think they should be the ones trying to prevent it becoming a larger one?
I hope that you can consider our concerns regarding the Local Plan and it’s evident
inability to take into consideration the worrying impacts it would have on both the
infrastructure of our village and on the environment.
As a resident of East Boldon I am writing to object to the proposed planning of 1500
houses to be built on green belt land in Boldon and Cleadon.
I am very concerned about the effect it will have on the local community and it’s
wildlife for many reasons. Traffic is already a huge problem I’m the area. The
highways simply cannot cope with the current volume of traffic. Parking too is a
massive issue, not to mention the pollution that is created as a result.
Boldon and Cleadon are both very beautiful due to their architecture and landscape.
This in turn hosts an abundance of wildlife that live in the surrounding fields. I am
highly concerned about the effect that building on this land who do to the habitats
of thousands of creatures. Once this land is destroyed there is no turning back. This
really would be unforgivable.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I wish to amplify the concerns of those objecting to the proposed house building
project, which is disproportionately concentrated within Boldon and Cleadon.

3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
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distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I am writing make additional objections to the proposed development within the
area of the Boldons (Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn) and to request further
information from South Tyneside Council.
I object that the Council has rejected many Brownfield sites as unsuitable and
omitted many from the plan. Why has the Council omitted a large number (194)
Brownfield sites from the plan? What were the reasons for considering these sites
unsuitable for building housing? What criteria were used to assess these sites? On
what grounds does using Green Belt land for housing ‘trump’ environmental and
other concerns? On what grounds does the Council claim that there are ‘exceptional
circumstances’ for developing our Green Belt? How are ‘exceptional circumstances
measured?
I object to building houses when adequate modelling of the impact on
infrastructure, transport and pollution has not been carried out. Can the Council
show that its plan will have no negative impact on these issues? How was the
impact of the proposals assessed?
I object to the fact that many residents reading the Council’s Plan will have been
misled by the claims made by the Council that the only option to meet housing
demands is to release Green Belt land for development. This is false. Not being in
full possession of the facts many residents will have accepted this statement
without question and, many who might otherwise have objected have not done so.
A full reconsideration of this Local Plan is therefore required.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside for the following reasons:
The majority of the allocation is within Greenfield sites.
The is more proposed development in the Boldon area than any other villages.
There will be a huge impact on the infrastructure, services, pollution and increased
traffic.
The loss of the distinct character of a thriving community, who care about the
residents and appearance of the village making South Tyneside a desirable place to
live.
The blurring off boundaries between Boldon and Sunderland with the development
H3. 62 and the blurring of the boundaries between South Shields and Boldon with
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the H3.59 development.
As a person who has lived in the Boldon area for 60 years, I think the council should
take the views of the residents seriously as the care about the community rather
than the anonymous faces of the large building companies who intend to use this
land to make big ‘bucks’ rather than provide affordable housing.
My partner and I would like to voice our concerns about the proposed planning for
1500 houses to be built on green belt land in Boldon and Cleadon.
We believe our standard our living and that of those around us would be severely
effected due to increased traffic, pollution, parking issues around local schools, not
to mention how it would change the face of our beautiful, historical landscape.
There is much wildlife that live in the surrounding fields, who’s habitats would be
destroyed. At a time when we are crying out for people to care more about nature
and ecosystems it is utterly disgraceful that such a high proportion of green belt is
planned to be built upon. All brown field sites must be exhausted before that can
even be an option.
Pollution contributes to 20 deaths per year from Asthma my daughter and daughter
– law both have asthma. Cars idling increase pollution and global warming with an
increase in cars in the area will increase pollution and global warming.
The added pressure on schools, GP practice and local facilities is a huge concern to
me.
I do walk to and from destinations when I can but do drive getting in and out of
Boldon when travelling to and from work is horrendous and I have leave home
earlier than I need to due to the volume of traffic now.
The impact the loss of our greenbelt on our local nature is frightening we have lost a
huge number of hedges this has had a huge impact on the amount of birds we see.
The surrounding areas in and out of Boldon with the new road schemes has caused
a decimation to the area.
We are seeing more flooding in the area with the loss of green belt.
There are new houses built at Cleadon which are struggling to sell I am sure there is
more than enough empty houses in South Tyneside that could be renovated.
Please listen the people of East Boldon and KEEP BOLDON GREEN
I am writing to you to propose my reasoning behind objecting to the proposed
building of 1500 new houses in the Boldon areas. 950 house are planned within the
East Boldon neighbourhood, and a further 588 are planned off Boker Lane alone.
Unfortunately, this is not a realistic possibility for this area. As a resident of East
Boldon for twenty-seven years, coming from a family who were born and raised
within this village and have lived here for over eighty years, I strongly object against
all of the proposed buildings.
East Boldon is, and has always been, a village. It is not a town, nor a city. The
building of such a volume of new houses would therefore cause a variety of
problems and issues. Firstly, to build 1500 new houses would completely eradicate
our greenbelt, something which, as a villager, I am proud of, as are my local

community. The community take a great deal of pride in the upkeep and protection
of our greenbelt because it is crucial to the maintenance of East Boldon as a village
and provides much enjoyment to the children and residents, and contributes to a
beautiful aesthetic. The protection of this is vital to the villagers, and also to the
wildlife and their habitats, which there would be detrimental loss and damage to.
Secondly, there would be the influx of traffic. The volume of traffic currently
travelling through East Boldon on a day to day basis is already unacceptable. To
again reiterate, this is a village, where traffic should be at a minimum. To further
add to this would cause disruption to the village, bring more pollution, and add
extra danger for our children, many of whom walk the daily commute to and from
school.
Thirdly, to return to the point of schools, East Boldon has one infant school and one
junior school. The building of such a high volume of new houses would bring
hundreds of large families to the village, which our schools could simply not
accommodate, nor could the surrounding schools. Our schools are already strained.
Thousands of new pupils would put immense pressure on our local schools, their
teachers, and would thus affect the quality of education which our children
currently receive, and that of any future children.
Fourthly, there is the disruption that all the new building work would cause to the
village. There would be the introduction of unsuitable large vehicles, which a village
simply cannot accommodate. These types of vehicles are larger, and therefore cause
more traffic and air pollution. The access to the housing sites would also add extra
disruption. For instance, the use of temporary traffic lights would be unavoidable to
allow such large vehicles constant access in and out of the sites. Not only would this
add time to people's commutes through the village, two and from work etcetera, it
would inevitably cause a greater volume in the build up of traffic, which would
consequently provide more air pollution. Also, the disruption would not only cause
traffic pollution and air pollution, but also noise pollution, at a greater volume than
it is at present, making for an uncomfortable place to live, rather than a peaceful
one.
Fifthly, parking around the village would become an even greater issue than it is at
present. New families moving into an already very busy village would inevitably
bring more cars, consequently adding to the current parking strains around the
village. Residents currently have parking issues outside their own homes due to
local businesses and shops, not to mention the parking problems in and around East
Boldon Metro Station due to people driving into the village to leave their cars in
order to use the metro for the daily commute to and from work, many of whom do
not live in the village at all.
Finally, to return to my original point that East Boldon is a village, to go ahead with
this build would completely destroy the character of the area, and would revoke
East Boldon's status as a village, ultimately destroying the community feel that
residents are proud of and work incredibly and tirelessly hard to preserve. The
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above points I have outlined show that there is already a problem within our area
with traffic, disruption, noise, and parking in particular, and such a volume of new
houses and people would quite simply exacerbate issues to an uncontrollable level.
It is not feasible, and myself and other residents urge you to reconsider the decision.
East Boldon is, has always been, and must always remain, a village.
• The increased traffic resulting from the proposed housing sites in East Boldon and
the sites to the north of Cleadon Village, as well as the traffic resulting from site
H3.70 will undoubtedly result in significant congestion on the local road network
and have a negative effect on road safety.
• Development of all these sites will increase the flow of traffic passing through
Cleadon Village. This will greatly increase the impact of pollution and have a
negative impact on road safety; this will be harmful to members of the public.
• Parking local to East Boldon metro station is already difficult. The additional traffic
resulting from development at the above sites will increase these difficulties.
• The developments of these sites and the issues highlighted above will
undoubtedly have a negative effect on the character of Cleadon Village.
• It is vital that nay housing requirements are based on the most accurate
information. Up to date information from the Office of National Statistics would
appear to indicate that far fewer houses that that indicated in the documents show.
i. The various documents forming the local plan are difficult to read.
ii. Some site referenced in the SLR Sustainability Appraisal are not shown on the
map showing the location of the proposed developments.
• The referencing of sites is inconsistent and confusing. Why, for example, is the site
shown as H3.70 on the location map referenced as BC43a in the SLR Sustainability
Appraisal?
• At no stage do the appraisal documents assess the impact of the proposed
developments on road safety. This subject is already a serious concern.
• The Local Plan Pre publication Draft also states:‘Proposals that may result in a detrimental effect on air quality in the Borough will
therefore need to be supported by an air quality assessment that demonstrates
appropriate mitigation …’
• No such assessments are identified in the documents. In addition how can STC
know that the impact of the proposed developments on air quality will not breach
government legislation?
• The Local Plan pre publication document states:Wherever viable, we will prioritise the re-use of brownfield land (including
despoiled, degraded, derelict and contaminated land) within or immediately
adjoining the Main Urban Area of Villages..’ within or immediately adjoining the
Main Urban Area or Villages..’
• These documents do not identify any assessments of the reuse of brownfield.
Without such assessments how can STC establish the advantages/disadvantages of
making use of brownfield sites against the destruction of the greenbelt.
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• STC has made the ‘declaration of a climate emergency’. The destruction of the
greenbelt surely runs contrary to the objectives of such a declaration.
Further to my previous email, I would like to add further objections to the South
Tyneside Local Plan to build around 1500 homes in the Boldon area. Can the council
please give me a reason why 194 brownfield sites were omitted from the allocation?
This omission is at odds with NPPF policies which intend to protect the Green Belt,
even though the council refer to its commitment to make "as much use as possible
of suitable brownfield sites and underutilised land... before concluding whether
exceptional circumstances exist to justify Green Belt release". Could you please
enlighten me on the "exceptional circumstances" which preclude 194 brownfield
sites to be included in the allocation?
As a resident of West Boldon, I am writing to formally object to the Draft Local Plan.
I believe that should all of the sites proposed for development within the Boldon
area by the Draft Local Plan be built upon, resulting in up to 1597 new homes, there
would be very serious and damaging consequences for the villages of Boldon for
those who live and work in the area. I set out the reasons for my concern in the
points listed below.
1.0 Scale and Numbers of the Proposed Development:
1.3 Given that the village of West Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will put a substantially large number of
additional cars on the road which our main road through Boldon cannot cope with
and will make lives miserable. It will undoubtedly result in serious pollution and
road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of local adults
and children alike.
1.4 The Local Authority is aware of the serious parking issues affecting West Boldon.
The scale of the proposals set out within the draft Local Plan will make this already
difficult problem intolerable for those who live there. The Local Plan does little to
adequately address this issue and it is therefore of serious concern.
1.5 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools. There is inadequate
analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the
increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already
live in West Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of West Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of West Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this
will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything
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other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
I write in connection with the draft plan for East Boldon. I have examined the plans
and I know the site well living directly adjacent to one of the proposed development
sites. I wish to object strongly to the over-development of East Boldon Village. My
family and I would be directly affected given our rear garden overlooks land that has
been identified for potential development. This would obviously destroy our view
of the fields as well as subjecting us to many months of looking at a building site.
We would suffer a loss of privacy. I am concerned that the natural habitat for
various wildlife, birds, insects would be lost as would an important greenspace that
is used by dogwalkers daily. This would have a detrimental impact upon the health
and wellbeing of many people. Biodiversity would be irreversibly affected by overdevelopment. The current infrastructure is not able to deal with the current levels
of traffic. The draft proposals for development in East Boldon Village would greatly
increase the amount of traffic in the local area leading to an increase in congestion
and pollution therefore negatively affecting the health of the local population. I am
concerned that the schools in the area could not cater for the increase in children
over-development would bring. Key-services would experience a significant
increase in usage that is likely to have a detrimental impact. I am concerned the
overall character of East Boldon Village would be irreversibly affected with overdevelopment. The draft plan for East Boldon Village is overbearing and excessive in
my opinion given the number of houses identified for potential development and is
out of scale taking into account the character and size of the Village.
I would like to give further objection to the Local Plan to build over 1500 homes in
the Boldon area. Having read more evidence, I would like to know how a decision
was made to build in this area when the council did not have up to date information
on the transport impact of new houses and why local residents were unable to
scrutinise the modelling work to determine if the correct model was used. I would
like to ask if this is legal?
I look forward to hearing your response to this concern
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness ofWest Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this
will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything
other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
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As a major landowner in the region, our client is keen to ensure that the PPSTLP is
prepared in a robust, comprehensive and sound basis which complies with the
policies of the Framework and has taken heed of the information contained in the
Planning Practice Guidance (‘PPG’).
As drafted, our client supports the conclusions of the Authority that there are
exceptional circumstances evidenced to propose amending its Green Belt boundary
in order to allocate enough housing sites to meet its need. We therefore support
the principle of the allocation of land east and of Sunderland Road and south of St
John’s Terrace for residential development, however we consider that further
amendments are required to Policy H3 and the Draft Policy Map to further allocated
land west of Sunderland Road and east of Mundles Lane to meet the council
housing needs whilst ensuring the permanence of the Green Belt boundary beyond
the plan period.
As a major landowner in the region, our client is keen to ensure that the PPSTLP is
prepared in a robust, comprehensive and sound basis which complies with the
policies of the Framework and has taken heed of the information contained in the
Planning Practice Guidance (‘PPG’).
As drafted, our client supports the conclusions of the Authority that there are
exceptional circumstances evidenced to propose amending its Green Belt boundary
in order to allocate enough housing sites to meet its need. We therefore support
the principle of the allocation of the Sites south of Cleadon Park in the PPSTLP,
however we consider that further amendments are required to Policy H3 and the
Draft Policy Map to amend the proposed boundaries in order to ensure the
allocation of the sites are sound and the revised Green Belt boundaries are enduring
and ensure permanence.
As a major landowner in the region, our client is keen to ensure that the PPSTLP is
prepared in a robust, comprehensive and sound basis which complies with the
policies of the Framework and has taken heed of the information contained in the
Planning Practice Guidance (‘PPG’).
As drafted, our client supports the conclusions of the Authority that there are
exceptional circumstances evidenced to propose amending its Green Belt boundary
in order to allocate enough housing sites to meet its need. We therefore support
the principle of the allocation of the Site north of Boker Lane, Boldon in the PPSTLP.
As a resident of West Boldon, I write to formally object of the Draft Local Plan.
I believe that should all of the sites proposed for development within the Boldon
area by the Draft Local Plan were to be built upon, resulting in up to 1597 new
homes, there would be very serious and damaging consequences for the villages of
Boldon, and for those who live and work in the area. I set out my reasons for my
concerns in the points listed below.
1.0 Scale and Numbers of the Proposed Development:
1.3 Given that the village of West Boldon already suffers from high volumes of
traffic, particularly at peak times, and will be affected by increased traffic flows as a
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result of the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP), a major
development on its door step, a further increase in traffic as a result of the
proposals contained in the draft Local Plan will undoubtedly result in serious
pollution and road safety issues which will be harmful to the health and wellbeing of
local adults and children alike.
1.4 The Local Authority is aware of the serious parking issues affecting West Boldon.
The scale of the proposals set out within the draft Local Plan will make this already
difficult problem intolerable for those who live there. The Local Plan does little to
adequately address this issue and it is therefore of serious concern.
1.5 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will put an unsustainable
strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads, drainage and sewerage
systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools. There is inadequate
analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little appreciation of how the
increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of the people who already
live in West Boldon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of West Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of West Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this
will not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything
other than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its
unique identity.
2) The Boldons have a historical uniqueness which would be at significant risk
should the proposed sites be all identified for future development. How can you
mitigate against the loss of such a special village identity? Increasing the size of the
Boldons would change the fabric of the location not just in size and scale but in
terms of community which would be easily obliterated. Community events such as
festivals and park celebrations would be unsustainable as the village would merge
into a large town.
3) How does the council leader Iain Malcolm (chair of council’s health and wellbeing board of South Tyneside Foundation Trust) justify such a large-scale loss of
greenbelt when The World Health Organisation (2017) states that ‘green spaces not
only positively affect physical health but also mental health’?
In addition to the deletion of greenbelt identified within the local plan IAMP has
taken more than their fair share of greenbelt at 150 hectares. A previous Examiner
in Public commented that IAMP had already taken enough Green belt and South
Tyneside had taken its full share. Bearing in mind you appear to have ignored
Brownfield and/or have failed to prioritise it, can you now justify taking additional
Greenbelt from Boldon?
How can you justify disproportionate development on such a grand scale with over
119 hectares of greenbelt development in East and West Boldon including IAMP
have already started?
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South Tyneside have not met the exceptional circumstances required to eradicate
greenbelt for development. The disproportionality as indicated above and
evidenced in the legal response would be a fatal and irreparable move which would
result in long term and lasting damage on many levels.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity. (Ref: draft Local Plan policy S1)
The reason that I am objecting to the plan relates to the infrastructure in Whitburn
for traffic and Whitburn, Cleadon and Boldon for sewage. The development of this
green belt land will have a detrimental effect on Whitburn for the following reasons
First the increase in traffic through Whitburn. Due to the one way traffic in the
centre of the village most vehicles (cars and lorries) coming into Whitburn from
Cleadon from the A19 avoid this by using a route through the estates by going via
Central Avenue, Fieldside, Wellands Lane, Parry Drive and Lizard Lane. This will
increase significantly with the addition of more houses off Lizard Lane. To get to the
coast road they then use either Poplar Drive or Fairfield Drive and Wheatall Drive.
This will increase with more houses around the site of Whitburn Lodge. None of
these roads were constructed to cope with the current levels of traffic. In Lizard
Lane from Westcroft to Cornthwaite Drive the road is virtually single lane due to
residents parking. The rest of the roads in the estates are similar. A bollard at the
end of a path from Lizard Lane to Parry Drive has been knocked over several times
by vehicles swerving to avoid oncoming vehicles. The houses were not built with
driveways although many now have them but there is still a lot of parking on the
roads. The levels of traffic increase at peak times with traffic avoiding the
congestion caused by traffic to Whitburn Academy in Centre of the village with
school buses entering and exiting Rackly Way and parents driving their children to
school. There is also traffic congestion at Whitburn Primary School in Cleadon Lane
which will also increase with all proposed housing developments.
Second the sewage for the area cannot cope with the current levels with sewage
being macerated and pumped into the sea at Whitburn at regular intervals.
Environmental analysis of sea water in rock pools has identified a strain of E.coli
which is found in human faeces. Lots of parents bring their children to play in these
rock pools so it is only a matter of time before one of them becomes ill. With extra
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housing in Whitburn, Cleadon, Boldon and Seaburn this situation will get worse as
sewage from all these areas goes into the same system.
I would like to object to the Local Strategic Plan for Cleadon ,South Tyneside.
My reasons are the same as the other residents who have submitted more detailed
objections with reasons.
4.1.1 Overall our Client supports the approach in Policy S1 which acknowledges the
need to focus development in the Main Urban Area of the Borough; including in
Hebburn. This is clearly required to ensure that the town can continue to
successfully and sustainably grow over the plan period. In this instance, the
inclusion of our Client’s land interest in the Key Diagram is supported.
4.1.2 We also support the recognition in the policy (Part G) that this necessitates the
amendment to the Green Belt (with the supporting text highlighting the process
which has been undertaken in this respect; namely the South Tyneside Green Belt
Review Stage 1 (August 2019), South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 2 (July 2019)
and South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 3 (August 2019)).
4.1.3 However, to ensure that the policy is sound by being effective, Part H should
be amended to be made clear that those sites identified for release from the Green
Belt have been assessed (through the aforementioned Green Belt Review
documents) and their release will not undermine the function of the Green Belt in
the Borough. This will ensure that the policy is consistent with the strategy for
growth in the Borough.
4.1.1 Overall our Client supports the approach in Policy S1 which acknowledges the
need to focus development in the Main Urban Area of the Borough; including in
Hebburn. This is clearly required to ensure that the town can continue to
successfully and sustainably grow over the plan period. In this instance, the
inclusion of our Client’s land interest in the Key Diagram is supported.
4.1.2 We also support the recognition in the policy (Part G) that this necessitates the
amendment to the Green Belt (with the supporting text highlighting the process
which has been undertaken in this respect; namely the South Tyneside Green Belt
Review Stage 1 (August 2019), South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 2 (July 2019)
and South Tyneside Green Belt Review Stage 3 (August 2019)).
4.1.3 However, to ensure that the policy is sound by being effective, Part H should
be amended to be made clear that those sites identified for release from the Green
Belt have been assessed (through the aforementioned Green Belt Review
documents) and their release will not undermine the function of the Green Belt in
the Borough. This will ensure that the policy is consistent with the strategy for
growth in the Borough.
Re 4 Delivering the strategy. Promoting health and well being in south Tyneside
Apart from the impact of loss of green belt an increase in housing in Cleadon will
have a significant impact on the quality of life here. I moved to Cleadon because it
was the closest to a village that I could achieve in South Tyneside with access to the
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coast, Cleadon hill and surrounded by green belt. This special nature most be
protected.
More housing will bring more traffic with associated pollution, more congestion in
Cleadon Village, more infrastructure, pressure on schools, more difficulty parking at
East Boldon Metro.
I would like to register objections to the Reg 18 Consultation The South Tyneside
Local Plan Pre‐Publication Draft (Regulation 18) ‐ August 2019 for the following
reasons:
There is a disproportionate amount of housing proposed for Boldon which appears
to be a village in danger of becoming a town. There is a danger of villages merging
into one with no proper gaps between them. This will create a feeling of urban
sprawl and will spoil the character of, not just Boldon but of the adjoining places.
Having lived in East Boldon for over 27 years I’ve seen a change for the worse as it
has already lost some of its village feel due to the metro and increased number of
people and cars leading to more noise and air pollution.
The Council has earmarked far too much greenfield land for housing. Only
brownfield sites should be considered as once we lose our green fields they are
gone forever and we need to leave some green spaces for wildlife and for those who
come after us to enjoy. I don’t think the Council has properly considered the effects
this would create for the infrastructure of this village. The schools will be unable to
cope with the extra amount of children and the transport links don’t seem to have
been taken into account as it is already inadequate.
As someone who needs to take the metro into Newcastle to work I know this to be a
massive problem already. The service at peak times is horrendous and even
sufficient standing room is a luxury. There are far too many people coming from all
over to park in and around the streets near the metro all day even though they may
just live ten minutes walk away. This causes mass congestion and problems for
residents and road users alike. The parking for the metro is woefully inadequate
and major thought needs to be given to looking into ways to improve this. Has the
Council considered improving parking at other metro stations to make them more
attractive and to ease the burden on East Boldon? This is affecting the local
businesses as customers are unable to park near them.
Please could proper consideration be given to the above valid points.
EBNF consider the wording of Policy S1 does not reflect the local plan development
strategy and conflicts with the emerging East Boldon Neighbourhood Plan for the
for the following reasons:
a) A strategy of balanced urban growth with the majority of new development
focused to the Main Urban Area of South Shields, Hebburn and Jarrow, supporting
the regeneration of the River Tyne Corridor as a location where people can live,
work and visit;
As shown in the table below the majority of new housing development would be

located in Boldon and South Shields, and not South Shields, Hebburn and Jarrow as
stated in Policy S1 a).
EBNF consider the wording of Policy S1 does not reflect the local plan development
strategy and conflicts with the emerging East Boldon Neighbourhood Plan for the
for the following reasons:
a) A strategy of balanced urban growth with the majority of new development
focused to the Main Urban Area of South Shields, Hebburn and Jarrow, supporting
the regeneration of the River Tyne Corridor as a location where people can live,
work and visit;
As shown in the table below the majority of new housing development would be
located in Boldon and South Shields, and not South Shields, Hebburn and Jarrow as
stated in Policy S1 a).
Policy S1 b)Securing the sustainability of our Villages, Cleadon, West Boldon , East
Boldon and Whitburn by supporting growth which respects the distinctive character
of each Village;
There are 1,861 residential properties in the East Boldon Neighbourhood Plan Area.
The proposed addition of 950 homes would result in an increase of over 50% of the
existing housing stock which would not respect the distinctive scale and character of
the village.
Extracts from Draft Local Plan Interim Sustainability Appraisal, page 17 Table 4.1:
Sustainability Objective: 1. Adapt to and mitigate the impacts of climate change in
South Tyneside
The comment states that there is no direct relationship between Policy S1 Greenbelt
and this Objective. In order to react to the Climate Change emergency declaration,
Greenbelt Policy should be determined by the Climate Change emergency.
Sustainability Objective: 2. Conserve and enhance biodiversity
The comment on the LA document states “There is no direct relationship between
Policy S1 Greenbelt and this objective”
If there is not a relationship between conserving and enhancing biodiversity,
Greenbelt policy and sustainability, EBNF respectfully suggests that there should be.
The Climate Emergency has been called because of an axis of catastrophic changes
across the Earth. These include Climate Change, rising sea levels, an increasing
number of global catastrophic weather events and the global extinction of species.
Here in the UK 500 species have become extinct in the past 200 years, an average of
2.5 species per year. The realisation of this current Holocene extinction by scientists
is the driver of the Extinction Rebellion movement.
In the UK the overwhelming majority of extinctions are caused by removal of
habitats and wildlife corridors due to poor planning decisions and bad land
management. East Boldon resident are well aware of the richness of biodiversity in
East Boldon because we are surrounded by greenbelt, a wildlife corridor. We know
that the planning decisions relating to the East Boldon greenbelt will deplete our
wildlife and put pressure on the internationally recognised migratory routes through
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the greenbelt of the Forum area.
Sustainability Objective: 3 Safeguarding our environmental assets and natural
resources
Sustainability Question: Will it contribute to protecting and managing water
resources and quality?:
H3.61 (Cricket Club 63 homes),
This site is situated (EA maps) above the same body of water that lies under the
SSSI. Tinkering with nature and building too close to a treasure of nature risks loss
of biodiversity.
Sustainability Question: Will it positively contribute to air quality?
In the Boldons in general, 1500 homes (25% of the borough’s total) are to be built
on 8 greenfield sites with 3, sites accounting for 29 homes on brownfield sites.
Boldon is very small and we can expect at least another 3000 cars using our narrow
roads and contributing to air pollution.
Sustainability question: Will it protect areas of high landscape value?
In the EBNF area, the sites chosen e.g. the protected landscape of Downhill, the
cricket club site, North Farm site are all areas of high landscape value with dense
building suggested. Building on the EBNF sites will not protect areas of high
landscape value.
e) Specifically, land for new homes will be:
i. Focussed on a dispersed pattern in the Main Urban Area of South Shields,
Hebburn and Jarrow; and,
ii. Located on sites which allow the plan-led development of the Villages of
Whitburn, Cleadon, East Boldon and West Boldon.
The table above shows that the proposed housing allocation supply is not
proportionately distributed across South Tyneside. A disproportionate number of
homes are allocated in Boldon when compared to other areas in South Tyneside.
The full infrastructure requirements associated with the proposed housing
allocations are not known which would not result in the plan-led development of
the village.
Policy S1 g) To facilitate sustainable growth we will amend the Green Belt around
the areas of Hebburn, Hedworth and Fellgate, South Shields, Whitburn, Cleadon,
East Boldon and West Boldon and Wardley, creating new defensible boundaries
which positively contribute to the setting of the Green Belt;
EBNF object to the proposed amendment of the Green Belt in East Boldon. EBNF
consider that the exceptional circumstances have not been demonstrated as
detailed in the EBNF response to the South Tyneside Stage One Green Belt Review:
Exceptional Circumstances.
SOUTH TYNESIDE STAGE ONE GREEN BELT REVIEW: EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES
RESPONSE BY EAST BOLDON NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM
Introduction
Para 1.4 states that the Review evidences as to whether “exceptional circumstances

“exist at the Borough wide level to release land from the Green Belt for
development purposes and explores opportunities to reduce any impacts to the
lowest practical extent.
EBNF submits that within the Neighbourhood Plan area, the loss of 27 hectares of
Green Belt is a significant impact and disproportionate. This is one third of the loss
within South Tyneside for the IAMP project (63ha) and one quarter of the total loss
proposed in the Draft Local Plan. The Council has published no evidence to justify
this disproportionate distribution of the proposed Green Belt deletion.
The Green Belt in East Boldon Neighbourhood Forum Plan area
The Green Belt surrounding East Boldon has been established since 1968 and was
last amended in 1985.
This resulted in the release of land at North Farm to the north of the village for 300
homes. The subsequent car ownership growth has seen this development make a
major impact on the village.
National Planning Policy and Practice Guidance on Testing Exceptional
Circumstances
Paragraph 137 of the NPPF states that “Before concluding that exceptional
circumstances exist to justify changes to Green Belt boundaries, the strategic policymaking authority should be able to demonstrate that it has examined fully all other
reasonable options for meeting its identified need for development. This will be
assessed through the examination of its strategic policies, which will take into
account the preceding paragraph, and whether the strategy:
a) makes as much use as possible of suitable brownfield sites and underutilised land;
b) optimises the density of development in line with the policies in chapter 11 of
this Framework, including whether policies promote a significant uplift in minimum
density standards in town and city centres and other locations well served by public
transport; and
c) has been informed by discussions with neighbouring authorities about whether
they could accommodate some of the identified need for development, as
demonstrated through the statement of common ground.
In response to a) EBNF consider that South Tyneside Council has not provided
robust evidence that demonstrates they have maximised the use of suitable
brownfield sites and underutilised land in the borough:
- The total number of homes allocated on brownfield land (1,962 (36%)) is
significantly lower than the total number of homes allocated on greenfield land
(3,104 (57%)).
- The brownfield register on the Councils website was last updated in 2016. The
register should provide an up-to-date list of suitable sites on brownfield land
suitable for housing development and updated every year. The NPPF at paragraph
119 requires Councils to take a proactive role in identifying and helping to bring
forward land that may be suitable for meeting development needs, including
suitable sites on brownfield registers or held in public ownership, using the full

range of powers available to them. The Council has not set out what methods the
Council are using to facilitate the delivery of brownfield sites.
- The Employment Land Review (2019) states that with respect to specialist
employment sites for port/river related uses, the table highlights the existence of a
clear over supply in quantitative terms. It recommends that the Council may want
to carefully consider whether it is necessary and appropriate to retain all of this land
for specialist employment uses. The Council has not reviewed the oversupply of
specialist employment sites for port/river related uses or considered re-allocating
this land for alternative uses to meet identified needs and reduce development in
the Green Belt.
In response to b) the NPPF at paragraph 123 states that “Where there is an existing
or anticipated shortage of land for meeting identified housing needs, it is especially
important that planning policies and decisions avoid homes being built at low
densities, and ensure that developments make optimal use of the potential of each
site”
EBNF consider that there are inconsistencies in the housing densities set out in the
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment and the Draft Local Plan. Based on
the information in the Draft Local Plan it appears that some of the densities for the
allocated housing sites are below those set out in the Draft Local Plan Policy H5.
EBNF therefore request that the Council provide details of their analysis for
establishing the density of all of the housing allocations in the Local Plan ensuring
they are in accordance with Policy H5.
Paragraph 136 of the NPPF states “where a need for changes to Green Belt
boundaries has been established through strategic policies, detailed amendments to
those boundaries may be made through non-strategic policies, including
neighbourhood plans.”
EBNF, through evidence compiled for its emerging Neighbourhood Plan contends
that the case for exceptional circumstances changing the Green Belt boundaries
within the East Boldon Neighbourhood Plan area has not been demonstrated.
Learning the Lessons from Elsewhere
This section suggest that based on the limited examples given, that if the Council
doesn’t propose to delete areas of Green Belt then the plan will be unsound. The
examples provided all refer to plans that were prepared under the previous version
of the NPPF. The current NPPF provides greater guidance on exceptional
circumstances. Paragraph 137 of the NPPF, in particular, provides a lot more
guidance on matters that need to be considered by the Local Planning Authority,
which weren’t included in the original NPPF.
Do Exceptional Circumstances Exist in South Tyneside?
The sub-section entitled “the degree to which the borough can accommodate future
growth” does not appear to reach any sort of conclusion. It asserts that the Green
Belt represents a major constraint on future development.
However it does not consider other constraints to development such as

infrastructure provision which is a major barrier to growth and matters such as flood
risk.
The sub-section entitled “Determining the scale of Need” describes the Need for
Homes based on the new standard method, this method uses 2014 based
information. The Office for National Statistics has produced more up to date
information which has not been used to date. This information when published and
applied to South Tyneside showed a reduced the housing need to a level which
would have meant that sites from within the Green Belt would not been required. It
is likely that even more up to date information will be available next year based on
2018 data. The Council should consider this situation carefully before considering
any deletions of sites from the Green Belt.
The sub-section entitled “The Supply of Land for Homes from Non Green Belt
Sources” refers to the Council’s Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
(SHLAA). The assessment concludes that there is an optimal urban potential of 4,556
homes which is only 380 short of the residual need the Plan needs to provide for.
However it goes on discount 65 sites that could deliver 1,500 homes for a range of
factors.
EBNF considers that the Council should undertake a detailed assessment of all of
these sites before considering any sites within the Green Belt.
The Nature and Extent of Harm Caused to the Green Belt
The Council uses a methodology to consider the nature and extent of harm to the
Green Belt in its Stage Two Green Belt Review. This suggests that two of the sites
within the Neighbourhood Plan area perform moderately and one performs
relatively strongly in their contribution to the Green Belt.
EBNF contests that all three sites perform very strongly in their contribution to our
Green Belt. Our community considers the Green Belt has high value. One of the
fields included in site H3.59, Land at North Farm, has been re-wilded over the last 20
years and provides an important wildlife habitat and corridor.
In terms of the site at North Farm (H3.59), EBNF contests that the site has a vital
role in retaining the gap, in terms of distance between Boldon and South Shields.
The development of the other two sites will impact on the distinctiveness of our
village. The Tyne and Wear Green Belt Local Plan identified two main aims of its
policies, firstly to prevent the merging of South Tyneside and Sunderland and
second to maintain the separate character of the settlements which lie between ie
West and East Boldon.
The Stage Three Green Belt Review assessed each of the sites proposed for
allocation against exceptional circumstances tests. This includes the acuteness /
intensity of the objectively assessed need.
However EBNF believes this need is not as acute as the Draft Local Plan states, as
the East Boldon Housing Needs Assessment (2019), carried out by objectively
independent technical advisors, AECOM, appointed through the government’s
neighbourhood planning technical support programme stated that 240 homes in the
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Neighbourhood Plan Area would meet housing needs, not 950 homes as proposed
in the Draft Local Plan.
A second test is of the inherent constraints on supply/availability of land prima facie
suitable for sustainable development. EBNF considers that building on Green Belt
land is not sustainable, especially at times of a Climate Emergency. The
infrastructure in East Boldon, already under strain, will be put under much greater
strain if the development of these sites goes ahead.
EBNF also notes that in July 2019, the Planning Practice Guidance on Green Belts
introduced proposed compensatory improvements to offset the removal of land
from a Green Belt. These are listed at Paragraph 3.6 of the Stage One Review
document. They include new or enhanced green infrastructure, woodland planting,
landscape and visual enhancements, improvements to biodiversity, habitat
connectivity and natural capital, new and enhanced walking and cycling routes and
improved access to new , enhanced or existing recreational and playing field
provision.
EBNF considers that the Council has not provided such compensatory improvements
in the Draft Local Plan. It simply states in Policy H3 that applicants should have
strong regard to the key considerations listed against each allocation.
Conclusion
EBNF considers that the exceptional circumstances case has not been made in
relation to the proposed sites within the Neighbourhood Plan area.
I would like to voice my objection at your proposed plan to build in East Boldon. My
main concern is the traffic. I have already voiced concerns to yourselves with traffic
and the traffic lights at Blacks Corner.
The pollution from extra traffic would affect the health of us all living in the area.
The local wildlife would be massively affected not to mention the higher risk of
flooding.
I would like to register objections to the Reg 18 Consultation The South Tyneside
Local Plan Pre‐Publication Draft (Regulation 18) ‐ August 2019 for the following
reasons:
1. Traffic. There appears to be no up to date assessment of the impact of increased
traffic which would come with an additional 1,243 dwellings. There appears to be a
lack of consideration for an up to date traffic impact assessment for the proposed
homes by the council. Data used seems to be at least 8 years old
a. The road infrastructure is not currently adequate for the existing traffic & the
roadworks at Testos roundabout will only add to the traffic problem.
b. I understand that National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) states that the
implications of transport should be assessed at key stages in the preparation of a
Local Plan. I believe that the council have failed to follow these guidelines and have
not assessed the transport implications.
c. There does not appear to be any plan to manage an increased traffic flow.
2. Public transport- at peak times Metro travel is uncomfortable at best, I am
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unaware of any consideration given to the increase in population
3. The character of the village will be substantially changed by the reduction in the
green belt. The village is suburban in nature and the proposed new buildings would
substantially reduce the green belt.
a. The boundaries of the village will continue to be blurred especially between East
Boldon & Cleadon
4. I do not believe that the council has considered Non‐Green Belt options.
a. I understand that there a re a number of brown field sites which have not been
considered & believe that these should be considered before the proposed building
on green belt.
b. Land between Natley Ave & Cricket club form a natural border to the village
5. Environmental considerations for loss of habitat
6. Implications of higher pollution from increased traffic through the village.
7. Consultation problems- The council failed to agree to a short extension to the
consultation process despite issues with electronic access to the evidence base
Story Homes welcomes the strategy set out in draft Policy S1 (Spatial Strategy)
which seeks to deliver sustainable growth that meets the needs for new homes and
employment land. Whilst also creating a thriving and healthy neighbourhood that
can support the necessary improvements to infrastructure, services and facilities.
The various sub points in draft Policy S1 detail how the majority of new
development is focused to the Main Urban Area (of South Shields, Hebburn and
Jarrow) whilst also securing the sustainability of the Villages (including Cleadon,
West Boldon, East Boldon and Whitburn). Story Homes agrees with this approach.
Sub point (e) relates specifically to the provision of land for new homes which will
be located on sites which allow the plan-led development of the Villages. Sub point
(g) then sets out that Green Belt boundaries will be amended to facilitate
sustainable growth around the areas including Whitburn. Again, Story Homes agrees
with this approach.
Sub point (e) relates specifically to the provision of land for new homes which will
be located on sites which allow the plan-led development of the Villages. Sub point
(g) then sets out that Green Belt boundaries will be amended to facilitate
sustainable growth around the areas including Whitburn. Again, Story Homes agrees
with this approach.
In order to reach this decision, the Council has undertaken a Stage One Green Belt
Review (2019) to understand if there are exceptional circumstances to justify the
need to amend the Green Belt boundary. The Stage One Review explains (at para
5.3) how the Green Belt is tightly drawn around the built-up areas (including
Whitburn) and that “it represents a major constraint on future development”. Story
Homes considers that the Stage One Green Belt Review sets out a comprehensive
review of the circumstances and options available to the Council which have been
considered before arriving at the conclusion “that exceptional circumstances exist
to justify the release of land from the current extent of the Green Belt” (para 6.1).
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The exceptional circumstances are summarised below and include:
§ The acute need for land to meet the needs for new homes and jobs with the scale
of under provision from non-Green Belt sources to meet housing needs being
significant “and not one that could be readily rectified” (para 6.2).
§ The inability of the Plan to otherwise deliver sustainable development that
supports economic growth and social outcomes (para 6.3).
§ That the harm to the Green Belt arising from achieving sustainable development
would be limited (para 6.4).
Story Homes agrees with the conclusions of the Stage One Green Belt Review and
the spatial strategy outlined in Policy S1 which would seek to address a range of
issues identified in Section 2 (Spatial Portrait) of the Plan.
I enclose Keep Boldon Green’s solicitor’s legal response to South Tyneside prepublication draft plan (August 2019) which I fully endorse.
In addition to the attached I would like to note the following comments or questions
for your attention:
It is apparent (and evidenced in the attached) that flawed assessment of individual
sites within Boldon has taken place but at no point has there been an assessment on
the cumulative impact of such a large-scale development in a village setting with
conservation status.
Has any consideration been given to safety of the community while considering such
a huge development around such tight, old roads, conservation area knowing the
concerns surrounding traffic and parking.
Parking measures have already had to be implemented and yet the struggle
continues. Surely instead of stating in the SA’s that development is sustainable due
to proximity to shops you should also be taking into account the extra traffic
journeys and lack of parking.
The Metro system is an ageing system under significant strain. Can this really be
relied upon to support the huge housing numbers?
The Boldons have a historical uniqueness which would be at significant risk should
the proposed sites be all identified for future development. How can you mitigate
against the loss of such a special village identity? Increasing the size of the Boldons
would change the fabric of the location not just in size and scale but in terms of
community which would be easily obliterated.
Community events such as festivals and park celebrations would be unsustainable
as the village would merge into a large town.
Schools and GP services have been given no consideration.
Would the weight of traffic from such a large-scale development without
environmental information be largely detrimental to both the climate and the
health and well-being of the community? Where are the figures on this? Has it been
considered? What will our children be breathing in on their way to school? Does the
overinflated need for housing take presidence over our children’s’ health?
To summarise we feel South Tyneside need to reassess their figures with the current
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lower housing need in order to provide an accurate robust assessment going
forward. South Tyneside have not met the exceptional circumstances required to
eradicate greenbelt for development. The disproportionality as indicated above and
evidenced in the legal response would be a fatal and irreparable move which would
result in long term and lasting damage on many levels.
As a major landowner in the region, our client is keen to ensure that the PPSTLP is
prepared in a robust, comprehensive and sound basis which complies with the
policies of the Framework and has taken heed of the information contained in the
Planning Practice Guidance (‘PPG’).
As drafted, our client supports the conclusions of the Authority that there are
exceptional circumstances evidenced to propose amending its Green Belt boundary
in order to allocate enough housing sites to meet its need. We therefore support
the principle of the allocation of the Sites north of Shearwater, Whitburn in the
PPSTLP, however we consider that further amendments are required to Policy H3
and the Draft Policy Map to amend the proposed boundaries in order to ensure the
allocation of the sites are sound and the revised Green Belt boundaries are enduring
and ensure permanence.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside for the following reasons, which are in support of the Keep Boldon
Green campaign (previously reported upon in July 2016).
The additional congestion as a result of the proposed developments would have a
severe impact on residents. This would be especially significant at east Boldon rail
crossing which already suffers from regular disruptive congestion.
The additional number of residents from the proposed developments will have a
severe and unsustainable adverse impact on the local schools, which are already
fully subscribed.
The additional number of residents from the proposed developments will have a
severe and unsustainable effect on local medical services, resulting in increased
pressure on other, already stretched local services such as Accident & Emergency
departments and drop in centres.
The proposed developments will result in a distinct loss of character and identity for
Boldon, with a blurring of boundaries between neighbouring towns and villages. For
example the loss of boundary between Boldon and South Shields near the H3.59.
The overwhelming majority of proposed development in the Boldon area is within
Greenfield sites (8 sites / approximately 155 houses) as oppose to Brownfield (3
sites / 29 houses)
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There is a disproportionate allocation of developments in Boldon when compared to
other neighbouring villages (Boldon 11 sites / 1500 houses, Cleadon 1 sites / 231
houses, Whitburn 5 sites / 397 houses)
Policy: S1 Spatial Strategy.
Generally taken at face value this is a good policy. However on closer inspection it is
not sound or sustainable for the following reasons:
Policy S1 states an intention to deliver a ‘clean and green environment’. South
Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on July 18th 2019 to prevent an
environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to
influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that promotes
carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate change legislation.
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions

of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S1 does not make clear how these targets will be met. In fact proposals in
Policies H1 and H3 will lead to growth which does not respect the distinctive
character of the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn. Land
for new homes proposed will not lead to the acceptable plan-led development of
these villages. The impact these have had on the community has been considerable
– increased traffic congestion, pressure on local facilities, school places and health
services.
Policy S1 is not positively prepared as most of the housing development is in areas
which do not have the infrastructure to accommodate the proposed development.
For example the population of the Boldon area will be doubled this will lead to
increased traffic congestion, noise and pollution as a result of the volume of
proposed development which will also have significant impact on access to key
services. It will provide an unacceptable 50% increase in the number of homes in
East Boldon forum area which is already suffering from the impact of increased
traffic which is already suffering from the impact of increased traffic .
Policy S1 mentions sustainable transport modes which can only mean the Metro,
which is not fit for purpose. New trains and improvements will not be delivered
within the lifetime of this plan. Contracts were awarded to Spain on 18th September
2019. Is this why the transport infrastructure needed to deliver this plan has been
removed from this document? Green cycle tracks on disused mineral lines are being
proposed for use to extend the Metro so how can it be sustainable? These cycle
tracks should remain in place to encourage green transport, like cycling.
Policy S1 fails to protect the retention of the Green Belt as one of the five purposes
of the Green Belt is to check unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas. This Policy
does not show the unrestricted urban sprawl in the village of East Boldon which will
double it housing numbers will suffer from the development in the neighbouring
Sunderland’s Local Plan. In fact much of this policy is misleading is misleading as 18
of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt. So how can this
policy support Green Belt? Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used
for development. However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build
IAMP site, which will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport
infrastructure referred to throughout this plan will take away significant amount of
Green Belt land. Is this another reason why Transport has been removed from this
document?
Policy S1 does not reduce emissions and has a negative not positive impact on
climate change in South Tyneside as more traffic will be directed into areas where

there is existing traffic congestion such as busy A184 and New Road in Boldon which
will also be impacted from development in Sunderland’s Local Plan. These roads will
be be affected by increased traffic to and from the IAMP site. This is very worrying
as it will increase noise and traffic pollution to residential areas. More investigation
needs to be carried out into the impact of this Policy particularly in East Boldon,
West Boldon and Cleadon Village which will see a significant increase in traffic with
the loss of much of their Green Belt, which presently gives some protection against
the more damaging effects of traffic pollution.
This policy does not minimise environmental impact as habitats will be lost in many
Green Belt sites under threat. This policy does nothing to conserve or enhance
biodiversity, SuDs policies put forward does nothing to enhance natural
environment. The main concerns about SuDS ponds were related to health and
safety risks, and this outcome was confirmed by a more recent study (Bastien et al.,
2012).
Both studies confirmed that public education and good design and maintenance are
crucial in managing and addressing perceived risks. Education strategies for local
residents should cover:
. The functionality of the surface water management system – where the water
flows, where and why it is stored, where it is released to, what would happen if it
wasn’t there, how it will operate and how it is likely to look in different seasons.
. The benefits afforded to the local community and wider society by the SuDS
system, including children’s education opportunities.
. The design measures in place to mitigate health and safety risks.
. How and when the system is maintained.
. The actions that the local community and amenity users should take to further
minimise health and safety risks (including effective litter control).
. Contact information if a health and safety or maintenance concern is identified.
In addition, to allay concerns about open water, it must be clear to those using the
surrounding amenity space why it is important to manage and treat the runoff from
our development areas and how it is collected and stored.
SuDS also costly and needs to be maintained, this often does not happen after
developer has completed site. I understand the run off on all sites is to river `Don
however SuDS is not designed to prevent river flooding at these sites It has been
noted in Achieving sustainable drainage: A review of delivery by Lead Local Flood
Authorities (January 2019) that:
“Whilst SuDS are included as appropriate measures in areas prone to flooding, it
should be noted that SuDS are not intended to prevent river flooding (fluvial), as its
purpose is to address surface water flooding from rainfall (pluvial). Managing rapid
surface water runoff, and in particular retrofitting SuDS, can reduce existing surface
water flooding problems, which may also help reduce low level river flooding where
it is exacerbated by urban runoff. However, SuDS cannot prevent river flooding on
their own.’

So SuDS will not prevent flooding from River Don therefore will not mitigate flood
risk.
Also noted
There was concern that good conditions can be recommended, but can then be
negotiated away by developers on viability grounds.
This suggests that developers do not always do the right thing so will need planning
safeguards. This suggests developers are not committed to the principles of SuDS
and unwilling to deliver more than just drainage. In fact the sheer volume of
development in a small area will cause many problems which are not addressed in
Policy S1.
According to the government’s own 2017 climate change risk assessment, increases
in heavy rainfall and significantly increased risks from surface flooding are likely. The
assessment points to the heavy rainfall and flooding over the winter of 2015/16 as
an example of the costs and disruption that can be caused by extreme weather.
Total rainfall from extremely wet days has increased by 17% since the 1960s. Policy
S1 does not mitigate for effects of Climate change like increased rainfall.
Policy S1 does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural assets of South
Tyneside. Brownfield land has not been prioritised for development. Natural assists
are not protected, in this Plan many of the distinctive features of the villages of
Cleadon, West Boldon, East Boldon and Cleadon will be destroyed. Trees and
hedgerow which currently improve air quality in areas proposed for development
will be destroyed leading to poor air quality. In 1998 most site in this plan were
rejected by the inspector because there was sufficient housing land available:
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
Policy S1 does nothing to protect the Green Belt and is not consistent with national
policy. In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural
England (CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for
housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’
Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.

Policy S1 needs to be reviewed as it does not address green infrastructure. To be
considered robust this Policy must clarify how the Spatial Strategy will contribute to
the distinctive features of specific areas showing how they will be enhanced as this
is not shown it this Policy.
Policy S1 does nothing to reduce congestion. This policy is focused on economic
growth at the expense of residents in key areas. For example transport plans which
are hidden in plan are not sustainable such as the “level crossing closure”
mentioned on page 37, allocated site H3.1(SBC096) Land at Benton Road I
understand this refers to the closure of two level crossings over Metro line at
Benton Road and Tilesheds nearby which requires major changes to roads, including
a road bridge over Metro line on a minor road. This will be strain on public purse,
£20 million is sum mentioned in latest Transport figures, and cause both noise and
traffic pollution in residential areas, so not sustainable. This scheme is not
sustainable as it will reroute traffic into quiet residential areas increasing danger to
the public more so than current barrier system. The scale and location of allocated
sites will cause congestion, possibly gridlock at busy times of day.
Policy S1 is not sustainable as “Local Plans are legally required to demonstrate how
their policies are in line with legally binding carbon emission reduction targets in the
Climate Change Act 2008, including and understanding of baseline emissions
inherent in future development… “ Local Plans must ensure that the actions and
policies will reduce emissions in line with the trajectory set out in the Climate
Change Act 2008.
Policy S1 Promote equality of opportunity and access and promote good relations
between diverse communities. Distinctive features of villages will be sacrificed to
regenerate South Shields. Development land within town centre has been identified
for hospitality, to promote tourism rather than housing. This is an ambitious plan as
it South Shields not a tourist destination. Focus of this Policy and indeed this plan is
South Shields rather than outlying villages. This Policy only serves to protect South
Shields Town Centre at the expense of the Green Belt. This needs to be reviewed to
restore balance.
Policy S1 does not support economic growth outside of South Shields Town Centre
for example Cleadon Lane Industrial estate is to be regenerated for mixes use, 245
houses are to be built with the loss of economic development sites. Agricultural land
sacrificed for housing. This is next to a development site at North Farm in Boldon
H3.59, SBC003, where 588 houses are proposed, with at least another 700 houses
proposed within approximately a mile radius. So Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate
needs to remain as a source of employment rather than becoming a housing estate.
Policy S1 supports development of the A19 Economic Growth Corridor and SS1
supports redevelopment of the Riverside; however this does not fully support the
needs of the employment needs of the Borough and could limit support for new
employment areas. The “A19 Growth corridor” (IAMP) has required loss of Green
Belt and will require changes to rail and road taking more Green Belt. This must be

taken into account in this Policy document.
Policy S1 does not promote equality in South Tyneside. Should South Tyneside grow
its population in anything like the levels indicated in this Plan, it will need to focus
on providing more affordable housing within the central urban area, where young
people are more likely to want to live. However this land has been reserved for
tourism and building of more hotels and guest houses which are not needed as
South Shields only aspires to be a tourist destination. Far better to build houses that
will be occupied that hotels and guest houses and hotels which will stand empty,
particularly when Green Belt land is at stake. This land in South Shields needs to be
prioritised for housing rather than Green Belt sites allocated in this plan. South
Shields is prioritised over the villages of Cleadon, Whitburn and East and West
Boldon, all of which will lose the distinctive character of their villages in the
unchecked urban sprawl proposed in this Plan. They will begin to merge into one
huge urban area.
Policy S1 does not identify a dispersed approach to Housing as it is disproportionate
in many areas apart from the South Shields Town Centre. For example in East
Boldon where most of allocated land is Green Belt there is a 50% increase in
housing. So this will not provide a better neighbourhood as infrastructure cannot
support the mass development proposed. There is however potential to redevelop
derelict and run down areas of housing in South Shields, particularly around Tyne
Dock area. This needs to be prioritised before deallocating Green Belt land in areas
where it will place an unsustainable strain on infrastructure.
Policy S1 does not promote healthier people and communities as increased traffic
pollution will cause health problems. Removal of the Green Belt in Whitburn,
Cleadon and particularly Boldon will have a negative impact on the health and well
being of the residents. As South Tyneside District Hospital is in process of losing vital
services to Sunderland which will mean down grading and loss of District General
Hospital services which means the health provision in South Tyneside will not meet
the needs of the community.
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Executive Summary
This Representations Report responds to The South Tyneside Local Plan PrePublication Draft (Regulation 18) – August 2019 (hereinafter referred to as
the ‘DLP’) on behalf of our client Laverick Hall Farm Limited.
In doing so, the Report refers to our client’s exemplar scheme for a new
Garden Community known as Laverick Park located strategically on 190
hectares of land south of Fellgate and contained between the A194 Leam
Lane, the A184 Felling bypass and the A19. Laverick Park is capable of
accommodating approximately 3,000 homes (we estimate circa 2,000 within
the plan period to 2036 although this is subject to phasing considerations)
alongside all of the necessary community, green and physical infrastructure
(including schools, healthcare, shops, services, employment, recreation and

leisure, public transport and highways improvements) to ensure a high
quality and self-sustaining new community. A full and detailed suite of
professional evidence examining every aspect of Laverick Park’s viability and
deliverability is submitted which stands in stark contrast to the lack of
evidence to justify the proposals in the DLP.
Unfortunately we have a number of significant and fundamental objections
to the DLP and do not consider that it represents an appropriate basis from
which to pursue a legally and procedurally compliant and sound Local Plan.
Respectfully we strongly urge the Council to re-think this strategy now and
ahead of the next Regulation 19 version of the Plan. Our reasons for
reaching this conclusion are set out in detail in this Report, however in
summary our principal grounds for objection to the DLP are as follows:
The DLP proposes to follow a Spatial Strategy (Draft Policy S1) which is
‘Sustainable Urban Area Growth and smaller multiple Green Belt releases’.
This manifests itself in the proposed allocation of 80 sites for housing
development (Draft Policy H3) totalling 5,425 houses, of which 18 sites are
proposed to be released from the Green Belt scattered across the Borough
in a dispersed fashion totalling 2,391 houses. A reliance upon such a
number of housing sites to meet the housing requirement presents an
inherent delivery risk. This is noting that the DLP only includes a 10% buffer,
meaning that should only 489 dwellings not deliver as expected, the strategy
and plan will fail. Indeed our view is that the strategy will indeed fail and is
therefore not appropriate, based upon our strong submission that a
significant proportion of these draft housing allocations are unsuitable
and/or undeliverable. In particular this is noting, in brief summary amongst
other considerations, that:
i. In our view procedural flaws exist in the methodology which the Council
has used to assess Spatial Options such that the DLP’s selection of the
preferred Spatial Strategy is unreliable and the other Option assessed,
namely a large Green Belt release, should not be ruled out;
ii. The DLP has manifestly failed to assess Laverick Park in the manner in
which it has been submitted – as a self-sustaining new Garden Community;
iii. Some 46% (2,499 dwellings) are proposed to be allocated in the Villages
of Whitburn, Cleadon, East and West Boldon – 26% (1,442 dwellings) are
proposed in Boldon alone which represents an approximate 41% increase in
the number of existing dwellings in the Village. In our view this is grossly
disproportionate to the relative scale and sustainability of these Villages and

will result in significant pressure on existing communities, services,
infrastructure and roads which may be unable to cope;
iv. Some 962 dwellings are proposed to be allocated on land classified as
Playing Fields and a further 295 dwellings (at least) on defined Open Space
(including that which is defined as ‘high quality’). These sites are community
assets and together this accounts for some 23% of the total housing
allocation. There are no clear proposals on how these Playing Fields and
Open Space may be replaced (this information appears to have been ‘held
back’ from this consultation) in line with national policy requirements and
the policies of Sport England. This is in conflict with the clear evidence of
the Playing Pitch Strategy that there is a shortfall (which is forecast to
increase) of Playing Fields and all existing facilities should be ‘protected’ and
‘enhanced’;
v. The DLP is proposing the loss of sites which are in active employment use
for housing development with no details of how jobs will be relocated, if at
all. This is against the Employment Land Review which identifies a 17.5
hectare shortfall of General Employment Land and proposals elsewhere in
the DLP to allocate land in the Green Belt for employment development. In
our view this is illogical and unnecessary;
vi. Significant housing allocations are proposed on sites which have
longstanding histories of viability constraints and non-delivery. There is a
serious absence of viability evidence, which has again been ‘held back’ from
this consultation, to justify proposed allocations;
vii. Highway modelling evidence which is required to assess the traffic
impact of the proposed housing allocations on the road network is not
available as part of this consultation;
viii. Housing densities in many cases are over-estimated and will result in
high density unattractive places which are out of keeping with their
localities;
ix. A number of the Green Belt release sites accounting for a significant
proportion of the housing allocation have been assessed and found to
perform ‘strongly’ against the purposes of the Green Belt whereas Laverick
Park performs ‘weakly’. The DLP is therefore proposing to pursue a strategy
which is demonstrably more harmful to the Green Belt and which is
avoidable.
Set against the above substantial shortfall, we are seriously concerned that
the DLP is silent on our client’s proposed scheme for a Garden Community at
Laverick Park which was submitted to the Local Plan in March 2017, despite

the Government clearly being on record as requiring Local Authorities to
take a proactive approach to such proposals where they are brought
forward in their areas. We do note and fully support, however, that the
Council has concluded that the Laverick Park is the most appropriate
location in the Borough for Green Belt release to accommodate a large scale
development, ruling out other locations. This is consistent with a previous
decision by the Council to release the site from the Green Belt to
accommodate the former Tyne and Wear Regional Employment Site. We
are of the view that this strategic potential should be recognised by the plan,
in particular noting the substantial, structural shortfall above and the
considerable strategic contribution which Laverick Park could perform in
helping to meet need. Laverick Park should be a focal point for the housing
strategy, providing the benefit of strategic scale and certainty to deliver
homes over a considerable period.
Laverick Park is an entirely logical location for strategic development and has
the considerable advantage of co-location with Nissan, the International
Advanced Manufacturing Park (‘IAMP’) where 7,850 new jobs are proposed
and other neighbouring Business Parks at Monkton, Boldon and Follingsby.
Laverick Park, adjoining the Main Urban Area (conurbation) is also better
served by public transport (existing and proposed), including bus and Metro,
and would result in a more sustainable pattern of development when
compared to the Villages and should therefore be the “first consideration”
for Green Belt release in accordance with national planning policy. Detailed
evidence is submitted on every aspect of Laverick Park deliverability and
viability such that there is a high degree of confidence that, if allocated, the
site will be delivered.
In our view, the DLP’s omission of the major Laverick Park proposal is a
serious failing and would moreover be a considerable missed strategic
opportunity for the Borough and the considerable socio-economic and
environmental benefits which would ensue. Our submission is that Laverick
Park should form a central strategic component of the housing strategy
alongside other smaller sites and sustainable urban growth or as additional
growth (Spatial Options which have failed to be assessed by the DLP) to
provide a comprehensive, robust and long-term strategy which will endure
beyond the plan period.
We respectfully urge the Council to fundamentally rethink the draft strategy
now and ahead of the next Regulation 19 version of the plan and include the

Laverick Park Garden Community proposal in order to give the Local Plan the
best possible prospect of being found legally compliant and sound.
1. Introduction and Overview
1.1. Thank you for the opportunity to provide these representations on
behalf of our client Laverick Hall Farm Limited (‘LHFL’) in response to the
South Tyneside Pre-Publication (Regulation 18) Draft Local Plan (‘DLP’
August 2019).
Purpose
1.2. The purpose of these representations is to provide our client’s response
to the draft policies and proposals of the DLP and accompanying evidence
base (where available). These comments should inform the next Regulation
19 version of the Plan. Whilst we appreciate that this is a Regulation 18
consultation, we have a number of serious concerns that the draft strategy
proposed by the DLP is fundamentally flawed, not in accordance with legal
and procedural requirements and is unsound. Consequently we strongly
and respectfully urge the Council to re-think its strategy now and ahead of
the Regulation 19 version of the Plan to avoid a potential situation where
the Local Plan is found unlawful and/or unsound at Examination.
1.3. In doing so, we explain and highlight the strategic planning potential of
a new Garden Community at Laverick Park as a reasonable alternative, or as
part of the solution to the flaws of the DLP, which we submit should be
allocated for strategic development by the Local Plan. Our client can hereby
confirm that Laverick Park will be promoted in the strongest possible terms
through the remainder of the plan-making process, ideally alongside the
Council.
The Strategic Opportunity at Laverick Park
1.4. The Council will be familiar with our client’s proposal for a plan-led,
exemplar new Garden Community known as Laverick Park comprising circa
190 hectares of land located strategically between the Main Urban Area
(conurbation) at Fellgate, the A19, A184 and A194 and co-located north of
Nissan, the International Advanced Manufacturing Park (‘IAMP’) which is
planned to create 7,850 new jobs and adjacent to Monkton Business Park,
Boldon Business Park and Follingsby Business Park. The Laverick Park
Garden Community is exactly the type of development which Government is
vocally encouraging through its Garden Cities, Towns and Villages
programme and is fully aligned with the principles of sustainable
development (please see accompanying Design Vision for a full explanation
of the Laverick Park proposals).

1.5. Laverick Park presents a substantial strategic opportunity for South
Tyneside which can help deliver the Vision and many of the Strategic
Objectives of the Local Plan in a comprehensive manner. Furthermore,
Laverick Park provides the opportunity to take a holistic, area-based
planning approach to growth alongside other strategic development in the
area at IAMP. Laverick Park provides the considerable advantage of colocation with IAMP which means that the synergistic sustainable
development benefits between the two strategic developments are
considerable if a proper strategic planning approach is taken by the Local
Plan.
1.6. Regrettably the DLP ignores, and indeed is wholly silent on all of this
strategic potential in its proposal to retain Laverick Park as Green Belt in
favour of releasing 18 smaller piecemeal Green Belt sites scattered across
the Borough. This approach would unfortunately represent a considerable
missed strategic opportunity for the future of the Borough and is counter to
the Government’s instructions to Local Authorities to take a positive,
proactive approach to proposals like Laverick Park where they are brought
forward in their area:
“We consider that local planning authorities should take a proactive
approach to planning for new settlements where they can meet the
sustainable development objectives of national policy, including taking
account of the need to provide an adequate supply of new homes. In doing
so, local planning authorities should work proactively with developers
coming forward with proposals for new settlements in their area”.
(Consultation on Proposed Changes to National Planning Policy, December
2015)
1.7. Respectfully, we strongly urge the Council to re-think its draft strategy
now and ahead of the Regulation 19 plan. In our submission Laverick Park
should form a central component of the housing strategy as an exemplar key
strategic development site for the Borough, alongside a package of other
housing sites. This would represent positive planning and would provide a
comprehensive approach to meeting the area’s long-term development
needs.
Overview and Structure of Representations
1.11. Having reviewed the DLP, Policies Map, Interim Sustainability Appraisal
and the accompanying evidence base (where available) in detail, our client
has a number of fundamental objections to the draft strategy proposed
which is considered to be unsound.

1.12. The NPPF is clear that plans should be positively prepared, in a way
that is aspirational but deliverable (paragraph 16). Unfortunately our view is
that the DLP is neither.
1.13. In particular, our client’s objections relate to the following draft
strategic policies: Spatial Strategy (Policy S1), the Number of New Homes
Needed by 2036 (Policy H1), Housing Allocations and Commitments (Policy
H3) and Our Strategic Approach to Infrastructure (Policy IN1). In brief
summary, we consider that the draft strategy of the DLP is unsound because
it is not:
• Positively prepared as it does not meet the area’s objectively assessed
housing needs. The DLP’s proposed housing requirement of 7,000 dwellings
over the plan period is insufficient to represent a sound housing
requirement and must be increased (in our view to 8,940 dwellings and
commensurate with the ‘Medium Growth’ option) in order to deliver the
economic objectives of the plan;
• Justified as the draft Spatial Strategy and Site Allocations do not represent
an appropriate strategy, taking into account the reasonable alternative at
Laverick Park;
• Effective as a significant proportion of the draft Housing Allocations are
not suitable and/or deliverable or consistent with national policy.
1.14. Whilst we fully agree and support the Council that ‘exceptional
circumstances’ exist which justify the review of Green Belt boundaries in
order to ensure that development needs are met over the plan period, in
our view the draft Spatial Strategy proposed is flawed in a number of
important respects. It proposes to allocate 80 sites totalling 5,425 dwellings
which are insufficient to meet needs, including 18 smaller Green Belt sites
scattered across less sustainable parts of the Borough to provide 2,391
houses. We do not consider that this represents an appropriate strategy
against the reasonable alternative at Laverick Park, recognising that a
significant proportion of the draft housing allocations are unsuitable and/or
undeliverable. We have a very serious concern that this strategy, if pursued
any further, will fail at Examination.
1.15. Finally by way of introduction, we also wish to highlight a number of
significant concerns in the DLP and its evidence base which has the effect of
prejudicing the proper assessment of Laverick Park.
• Firstly, despite having submitted Laverick Park in March 2017 to the Local
Plan as a new ‘Garden Community’ scheme, the Council has manifestly failed
to assess the site proposal in this manner. The site is still considered by the

evidence base as 13 smaller individual parcels and does not take into
account the proposed scheme, mitigation and evidence which has been
submitted which has the effect of prejudicing its proper assessment as a
comprehensive Garden Community proposal.
• Secondly, whilst the Council has assessed a broad location at Laverick Park
as part of Spatial Option (3) which focuses on a “single” Green Belt release
(where the Council concludes that Laverick Park represents the most
suitable location in the Borough to accommodate a larger-scale
development), the Council has not considered a Spatial Option which
focuses on a larger scale Green Belt release (Laverick Park) alongside other
smaller Green Belt release sites or an Option whereby a larger Green Belt
site (Laverick Park) goes above local housing need to ensure long term
development needs are met and Green Belt boundaries endure well beyond
the plan period. This is a fundamental shortcoming as these are submitted
reasonable alternatives which should be assessed without delay, objectively
and with an ‘open mind’.
• Thirdly, we are concerned that the Council’s evidence base from which
draft site allocations were selected contains important factual errors in
respect of Laverick Park. In particular, the 2019 SHLAA erroneously records
that our client’s land within Laverick Park (FG16 a – c) is ‘not available’
despite this having been repeatedly confirmed to the Council as far back as
March 2017, in numerous meetings with the Council and again in written
representations to the 2019 SHLAA itself (submitted on 10th April 2019
using the Council’s own pro-forma where the land was confirmed available).
This has had the obvious and serious effect of prejudicing the proper
assessment of our client’s land and selection credentials ahead of the DLP.
To be abundantly clear, all of our client’s land is in their ownership and is
available now. Likewise, Durham Cathedral have confirmed their land is
available as have the Church Commissioners (the three landowners within
Laverick Park).
• Fourthly, we are concerned that a significant amount of evidence which is
required to justify the proposals in the DLP is not available to inform this
consultation and appears to have been ‘held back’. The Council is therefore
consulting on a draft plan and putting forward site allocation proposals in
the absence of the necessary evidence. This raises concerns around the
potential for backfilling and retrofitting of evidence at a later date, which we
will be monitoring, to support the proposals in the DLP whereas the process
should be ‘evidence-led’. This includes key evidence on fundamental

matters of infrastructure, highways, viability, reprovision of playing fields
and open space.
• Finally, we are concerned that the process followed does not meet legal
and procedural requirements. For example, the Interim Sustainability
Appraisal (August 2019) has not been carried out in a manner which meets
the requirements for Strategic Environmental Assessment at the planmaking stage. On this basis any conclusions which arise from it, including
the DLP’s selection of the preferred Spatial Approach and ruling out of other
options, are unreliable. Should the current plan strategy progress further
based upon this unreliable selection, it places the plan at considerable risk.
1.16. Our client reserves the right to take any appropriate actions in respect
of the above matters.
Structure of Representations
1.17. Our submissions in this Report are presented in the order of the
chapters of the DLP for ease of reference.
3.1. The Spatial Strategy which seeks to deliver the Spatial Vision and Spatial
Objectives, is set out at Draft Policy S1. Our client strongly objects to the
strategy proposed by Draft Policy S1. It is not considered to be an
appropriate strategy, taking into account the reasonable alternative at
Laverick Park, as required by the NPPF.
Assessment of Spatial Options
3.2. It is noted that the Council has assessed four Spatial Options, namely:
• Option 1: Urban areas only – i.e. no Green Belt Option;
• Option 2: Neighbouring authorities taking our need;
• Option 3: Sustainable Urban Area Growth and Large-scale single Green
Belt release;
• Option 4: Sustainable Urban Area Growth and smaller multiple Green Belt
releases.
3.3. Option 1 was immediately discounted as it would not deliver sufficient
land to meet housing need and Option 2 was immediately discounted as the
neighbouring authorities all confirmed that they need to release land from
their Green Belt to accommodate their own development needs. This is fully
supported as neither option is sound. The Council therefore proceeded to
conduct an Interim Sustainability Appraisal (‘ISA’ August 2019) on Spatial
Options 3 and 4. On the basis of the ISA, the DLP proposes to pursue Option
4 above which involves some urban area growth and multiple (18 no.)
smaller Green Belt release housing allocations providing 2,391 homes.

3.4. However, we object to the ISA and consider its methodology does not
meet the requirements for Strategic Environmental Assessment and is
therefore legally and procedurally flawed in a number of aspects.
Consequently the Council’s preference for Option 4 which arises from it
cannot be relied upon and Option 3 should not be ruled out. The reasons
for this are summarised below:
i. The ISA of the two remaining Spatial Options (3 and 4) does not consider
the impact of the potential development options taking account of the
potential mitigation that would be delivered alongside such developments –
the effects of mitigation are only considered as part of the subsequent
appraisal of the Preferred Option (4) set out in the Infrastructure Delivery
Plan (August 2019). The discounting of Spatial Options on the basis of
potential negative impacts which could be appropriately mitigated is
therefore considered to be flawed in its approach.
ii. Appendix E of the ISA sets out a summary of the appraisal of each of the
Spatial Options against 13 Objectives. With regard to Objective 7 (Promote
sustainable transport and accessibility), the Council scores Spatial Option 3
as ‘negative’, whereas it scores Spatial Option 4 as ‘neutral’ – with the
following reasons given in each case:
- Option 3 - “This spatial option could require significant highways
infrastructure to support a large-scale development. It could also increase
reliance on the motor car as the Green Belt site may not be supported by
viable enhancements to the public transport networks. This option could
also divert traffic from urban areas; however, it may lead to pressure on the
highways at other points.”
Option 4 - “Development could be dispersed through the Borough in
sustainable locations which could support the use of existing public
transport networks and distribute the impact on the highway network.
However, it is likely to result in an increase in car use and impact on the
highway network. Mitigation will be needed to reduce impacts on the
highway network.”
In both cases, no detailed highways assessment work is presented which
sets out the scale of impact anticipated, or the scale of mitigation that
‘could’ be required to address such impacts. In the absence of any such
detailed assessment, it appears that the conclusions seem to have been
drawn solely on a simplistic basis which assumes that larger sites would
result in larger impacts, with no consideration given to the capacity of the
network to accommodate the forecast scale of growth in any given location.

The Council’s approach is therefore considered to be flawed in this regard.
Furthermore, in respect of Option 3, the Council appears to recognise the
benefits that locating development such that its traffic would be diverted
away from urban areas could achieve and yet does not reflect this in its
scoring. In contrast, it notes that mitigation would be needed to address the
impacts that Option 4 would have on the highway network, yet again does
not appear to have factored this into its scoring.
Similarly, with regard to public transport, no evidence is provided by the
Council to confirm that large-scale developments could not be supported by
viable public transport networks. It is therefore not considered appropriate
to score a site negatively against this objective without such evidence to
support this and again, the Council’s assessment conclusion is considered to
be flawed as a result.
In contrast to this, the comprehensive and evidence-based assessment
conducted to support the Laverick Park development proposal demonstrates
clearly that a large-scale Garden Community in such a location is capable of
being supported by a package of highway infrastructure which mitigates the
impacts of the development traffic and offers benefits to the wider highway
network (see accompanying Transport and Highways Appraisal). It also
demonstrates that a large development of the scale proposed could support
a viable high quality public transport network, serving the development site
and wider areas including the proposed IAMP strategic employment site.
This evidence demonstrates that the development of Laverick Park – which
is broadly consistent Spatial Option 3 – would score positively in terms of
transport and accessibility criteria.
iii. In terms of Objective 8 (ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages), Option 3 is scored ‘negative’ and Option 4 ‘positive’. The reason
given for the negative score for Option 3 is “the establishment of a new
settlement within the Green Belt could also require its own infrastructure
and services which could result in additional competition for existing
centres”. In our view this logic is irrational and cuts against the whole
principle of new communities to support positive growth. In respect of
Laverick Park, the scheme proposes all of the necessary social infrastructure
on-site to ensure a truly self-sustaining place to accommodate its
population. This should be seen as a positive rather than a negative.
iv. In terms of Objective 9 (encourage and support economic growth within
South Tyneside) Option 3 is scored ‘neutral’ and Option 4 ‘positive’. The
reason given for the ‘neutral’ score for Option 3 is “it could promote

development in some areas of economic regeneration and improve access
to employment opportunities. It could also deliver high quality housing close
to strategic employment areas”. In our view, this should represent a
‘positive’ score for Option 3. Indeed in respect of Laverick Park, a
considerable advantage is its co-location with Nissan and IAMP where 7,850
new jobs are proposed and adjacent to Boldon Business Park and Monkton
Business Park and close to Follingsby Business Park. This is clearly a
‘positive’. An area of on-site employment development is also proposed.
Reference should also be made to the accompanying Economic Benefits
Assessment of Laverick Park prepared by Savills which articulates the
considerable economic benefits of the scheme. By contrast with Option 4,
the dispersed approach results in significant development in areas which do
not have proximity to strategic employment areas. For example, Table 7.1 of
the ISA confirms that Cleadon and Whitburn (where 874 houses are
proposed to be allocated), do not have access to employment within the
settlement (the nearest employment to Whitburn is stated as 3.3km).
Option 4 out to have been scored ‘negative’.
v. In terms of Objective 10 (increase opportunities for employment and
education and improve living standards) Option 3 is scored ‘neutral’ and
Option 4 ‘positive’. Again this is irrational. A large site will create major
employment opportunities (for Laverick Park it is estimated that 320 jobs
per annum will be generated over the 20 year construction period and local
labour agreements could be put in place. Furthermore, it is estimated that
790 permanent jobs will be created on-site with a further 720 permanent
indirect jobs on-site and off-site). New education will be provided on a large
site (at Laverick Park 3 no. new primary schools are proposed on-site as part
of the development). A large site would also increase living standards (see
Design Vision for the high quality and standard of living at Laverick Park).
This should clearly be scored ‘positively’. By contrast, with Option 4, whilst
employment jobs would also be created during construction, it has not been
demonstrated that this would be to the same level as identified for Laverick
Park nor the same level of permanent jobs. The site’s proposed for housing
allocation are too small to support new schools thereby increasing pressure
on existing schools. In our view, there is greater scope for increased living
standards and quality of life at a Garden Community proposal such as
Laverick Park (see Design Vision). Option 4 should have been scored
‘negative’ or ‘neutral’.

vi. In terms of Objective 12 (provide better housing, neighbourhoods and
good design) Option 3 is scored ‘neutral’ and Option 4 ‘positive’. Again this
is considered irrational. A large scale development provides considerable
opportunity to create better housing, neighbourhoods and good design.
Please see the accompanying Design Vision for the exemplar design
standards set at Laverick Park. This should have been scored ‘positive’. By
contrast, with Option 4, this manifests itself in many higher density,
standard housing estate developments extending existing Villages
disproportionately outwards into open countryside/Green Belt. In our view,
Option 4 should have been scored ‘negative’ or ‘neutral’.
vii. When assessing the two Spatial Options against Objective 13 (promote
healthier people and communities), the Council scores both options as
‘neutral’. This does not appear to recognise the significant benefits
associated with the development of a Garden Community such as Laverick
Park, which is centred on a series of walkable neighbourhoods which
strongly promote active travel. This type of new community would also
deliver healthcare facilities which would reduce the pressure on existing
facilities.
viii. Following the appraisal of the wider Spatial Options, the Council has also
conducted a Sustainability Appraisal of each individual site referenced in the
SHLAA , to identify those sites considered suitable to be included in the DLP.
This exercise presented a baseline assessment of each site and from this,
sites were selected to be included in the DLP. The majority of the larger
housing sites (>150 dwellings) are assessed to be neutral overall, although
site H3.59 (North Farm, Boldon – 588 dwellings) is assessed to be negative
overall and site H3.12 (Chuter Ede Education Centre – 280 dwellings) is
assessed to be positive. The Laverick Park site is still split into a series of 13
smaller sites – which in itself excludes and is prejudicial to the benefits of
delivering a range of associated infrastructure alongside a comprehensive
large site – but overall the Council’s appraisal assesses the site to be neutral.
This overall neutral score is consistent with the majority of those sites taken
forward for draft allocation within the DLP and indeed is a more positive
overall score than the largest Green Belt release site proposed within the
DLP (H3.59). It is therefore not clear upon what basis the Council has then
subsequently chosen to take individual sites forward for inclusion within the
DLP.
ix. Pursuant to viii above, the Council has manifestly failed to assess Laverick
Park in the manner that it has been submitted – as a comprehensive, self-

sustaining Garden Community. This single site and scheme should now be
properly assessed, without delay and objectively with an ‘open mind’, in the
manner submitted, taking into account the Design Vision and all of the
detailed technical and environmental evidence submitted with these
representations and which demonstrates its viability and deliverability. In
our view, assessed properly, Laverick Park should score positively and
strongly and should be selected for allocation ahead of other sites.
x. Where those sites selected to be included within the DLP were identified
as performing poorly against particular sustainability objectives, the need for
possible mitigation was identified, and the performance of the site against
the objective with the mitigation in place re-assessed. As outlined above,
this approach is considered to be flawed as sites are discounted before the
effects of mitigation are taken into consideration. Reference should be
made to the detailed submissions for Laverick Park in respect of mitigation.
xi. In terms of the Sustainability Appraisal of the Laverick Park sites against
Objective 7 (Transport / Accessibility), 11 of the 13 sites score positively in
the Council’s assessment, with the remaining two sites scored as neutral.
The two neutral sites represent larger parcels within the overall Laverick
Park site and the Council’s appraisal notes that whilst both sites are within
close proximity to existing public transport, some areas of the site would be
beyond 400m. The Council’s appraisal does not take any account of where
development would be located within the parcel or the fact that new bus
stops could be provided along existing routes to bring development closer to
existing services, or that bus services could be brought into the site to
further reduce walking distances to bus stops. Overall it is concluded that all
13 parcels that comprise the wider Laverick Park development area should
be scored positively against Objective 7.
3.5. The principal reasons identified by the Council for not selecting Option 3
result from it being defined as a “single” large-scale Green Belt release.
These are symptomatic of an “all eggs in one basket approach” (albeit the
deliverability of Laverick Park has been demonstrated in great detail in the
documents which accompanying this report). We are very concerned that
defining the Option in such narrow, rigid terms has set it up to fail given the
reasons for discounting cited. To be clear, this is not what is proposed by
Laverick Park and this is not the Government’s intention in its strong support
for larger scale new Garden Communities. The Council’s reasons for not
selecting Option 3 can be readily overcome by defining an Option which is:

‘Sustainable Urban Area growth, focus on a larger-scale Green Belt release
site [Laverick Park] to meet housing need strategically during the planperiod and beyond and smaller multiple Green Belt releases’
3.6. Based upon the Council’s housing land supply figures in Table 1 of the
DLP, we estimate that Laverick Park is capable of delivering approx. 2,000
dwellings within the plan period (this could be fewer if different phasing
assumptions are applied). Based upon the Council’s position, this would still
leave a minimum residual requirement for a further 391 houses to be
allocated within the plan period on other Green Belt release sites along with
all other sites outside of the Green Belt (which total 3,034 dwellings of the
total draft housing allocation). This residual requirement to allocate
increases significantly based upon Savills assessment of the housing land
supply position (See Section 4 of this Report). It is clear, therefore, that a
larger site option does not need to be a “single” site and can be supported
by fewer, other smaller release sites in appropriate locations elsewhere in
the Borough.
3.7. Furthermore, the Council has not assessed an Option which includes a
larger scale Green Belt release (Laverick Park) which goes beyond the
housing numbers of the Local Plan to ensure development needs are
comprehensively planed for the long-term and Green Belt boundaries
endure beyond the plan-period. The Government is very clear, indeed it
specifically welcomes, such proposals from Garden Communities.
3.8. These are procedural shortcomings as the Council has not assessed all of
the reasonable alternatives and is further evidence that Laverick Park has
not been proactively assessed in the manner that it is submitted as a Garden
Community proposal. We hereby request that such an Option is now
assessed without delay, objectively and with an ‘open mind’.
3.9. In terms of Option 3, it is noted that the Council has undertaken an
assessment of the most suitable areas of the Borough’s Green Belt which
could reasonably support a large scale housing development, informed by
the Stage Two South Tyneside Green Belt Review (2019) and SHLAA (2019).
Based upon the full Borough Green Belt, the Council defined the five most
suitable potential locations. This included ‘Area 3’ which generally reflects
Laverick Park (see extract below of Figure 1 of the ISA).
Source: Figure 7.1, South Tyneside Interim Sustainability Appraisal, August
2019
3.10. We duly note and fully support the Council’s conclusion that:

“Area 3 is considered to have the least impact on the purposes of the Green
Belt that (sic) the other alternatives” (paragraph 7.24, ISA)
3.11. The ISA goes on to state:
“Area 3 is considered to have a lesser impact on Purpose 3 ‘Safeguarding the
countryside from encroachment’ as the other large areas of the Green Belt
provide a greater role in contributing to safeguarding landscape, biodiversity
and access to the countryside. It is also considered to be the least harmful
option in terms of Green Belt purpose 2: Preventing neighbouring towns
merging, as although it would reduce the separation distance between
South Tyneside and Sunderland, it would not result in the merging of
settlements which could be the case in area 1, 2 and 5.” (ISA, paragraph
7.24)
“In summary, there are significant constraints which could result in negative
impacts on a range of designations in areas 1, 2, 4 and 5; therefore these
areas do not provide reasonable alternatives to support large-scale Green
Belt release elsewhere in the Borough.” (ISA, para 7.27)
3.12. Based upon its evidence, it can be concluded that the Council has
undertaken an assessment of all potential locations for a large-scale Green
Belt release across the Borough and determined that Laverick Park is the
most suitable to accommodate a large scale development. This conclusion is
fully supported. Consequently, it follows that should the draft Spatial
Strategy be altered to include a larger scale Green Belt release, then the
Council has already concluded that Laverick Park is the appropriate strategy
against the reasonable alternatives. It is noted that this conclusion is
consistent with a previous decision by the Council that the Laverick Park site
represented the most appropriate location for a large scale Green Belt
release as the former Tyne and Wear Regional Employment Site.
Summary
3.13. The following key points arise from the above:
1. The Council’s Interim Sustainability Appraisal methodology is procedurally
flawed. Any conclusions which arise from it therefore cannot be relied
upon. Its conclusion that Option 4 should be selected is therefore unreliable
and Option 3 should not be ruled out;
2. The Council has failed to assess Laverick Park in the manner that it was
submitted - as a comprehensive, self-sustaining Garden Community scheme.
3. The Council has concluded that Laverick Park represents the most
appropriate location within the Borough’s Green Belt to accommodate a
larger scale development. This is fully supported;

4. The Council has not assessed all reasonable Spatial Options, notably a
Spatial Option which focuses on a large-scale Green Belt release site
[Laverick Park] alongside other smaller Green Belt releases or a release at
Laverick Park which goes beyond the housing need of the Local Plan to
ensure a comprehensive, long-term approach is taken;
5. The Council’s reasons for not selecting Option 3 are addressed by the
above Spatial Options.
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3.14. We now respond to each element, where relevant, of the draft Spatial
Strategy in Draft Policy SP1 below. In doing so we consider whether it represents
and appropriate strategy.
a) A strategy of balanced urban growth with the majority of new development
focused to the Main Urban Area of South Shields, Hebburn and Jarrow, supporting
the regeneration of the River Tyne Corridor as a location where people can live,
work and visit
3.15. Our client has no objection, in principle, to a strategy which focuses new
development on the Main Urban Area (which Laverick Park adjoins) since it is this
area which is the most sustainable containing the majority of existing jobs, services,
community facilities and infrastructure. However clearly the sites selected within it
must be demonstrably viable and deliverable if the strategy is to be effective. It is a
fact that many parts of the Main Urban Area, including the River Tyne Corridor, face
significant viability challenges. At this stage the Council has not produced a Whole
Plan Viability Study (nor any detailed viability evidence) to justify that this element
of the Spatial Strategy is effective. We must therefore reserve our right to provide
further comment once this key evidence is available. However for this consultation
we record our concern that insufficient evidence has been produced to demonstrate
that the housing land supply envisaged from the Main Urban Area is viable and
deliverable (see Section 4 of this Report).
3.16. It is also clear that the Main Urban Area will not provide a suitable
environment for a full range and choice of homes, for example larger detached and
semi-detached family housing with gardens and green spaces, where people wish to
live.
3.17. Furthermore, in accepting that ‘exceptional circumstances’ exist to justify the
review and release of Green Belt sites, the Council must already accept that the
maximum use has been made of suitable land outside of the Green Belt (this being a
key element of the exceptional circumstances test at paragraph 137 of the NPPF).
Consequently should any of the Council’s claimed supply (DLP, Table 1, page 35)
from outside of the Green Belt not be deliverable, then logically this must pro rata
increase the need to release land from within the Green Belt.
b) Securing the sustainability of our Villages, Cleadon, West Boldon, East Boldon and
Whitburn by supporting growth which respects the distinctive character of each
Village
3.18. Our client has a fundamental objection to the emphasis which the DLP places
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on directing housing allocations to the Villages of Cleadon, West Boldon, East
Boldon and Whitburn. We have no objection to these Villages receiving some
housing growth to support their relative sustainability as part of a Spatial Option
which includes Laverick Park (see earlier), however in our view the draft Spatial
Strategy places considerably too much housing to the Villages which results in
disproportionate growth in the form of village extensions to the detriment of their
distinctive character and appearance. Furthermore, the DLP produces no evidence
that the proposed scale of housing growth directed to the Villages is actually
required to secure their sustainability – in our view it is not.
3.19. In total the DLP proposes to allocate some 80 sites totalling 5,425 dwellings.
As shown by Table 1 below, of this, some 46% (2,499 dwellings) is proposed to be
allocated in the Villages of East and West Boldon, Boldon Colliery, Cleadon and
Whitburn. Indeed some 1,442 dwellings or 26% of the total allocation is proposed
in the Villages of East and West Boldon alone which represents an approximate 41%
increase in the number of existing dwellings in the Village. In our view this is a
grossly disproportionate scale of growth to the Villages, in particular noting their
relative sustainability and the existence of a reasonable alternative focusing on
Laverick Park which adjoins the Main Urban Area and is inherently more
sustainable.
3.20. We are extremely concerned that the scale of growth proposed to the Villages
will place disproportionate pressure on existing infrastructure and community
facilities in less sustainable locations. For example, Table 7.1 of the ISA confirms
that Cleadon and Whitburn do not have access to the Metro (nor does West Boldon)
and do not have an employment / industrial area within the settlement. As such,
there will inevitably be greater pressure on the private car to access jobs, shops and
community facilities. By contrast, Laverick Park adjoins the Main Urban Area (which
the Council acknowledges is the most sustainable part of the Borough), is very wellserved by existing and proposed public transport (bus and Metro stations) and is
located in co-location with a number of existing and proposed strategic employment
sites including Nissan, IAMP (which are proposed to be linked by Laverick Park’s
public transport proposals), Boldon Business Park, Monkton Business Park and
Follingsby Business Park.
c) Directing new development to the most sustainable locations in our Main Urban
Area and Villages which offer greater opportunities for more sustainable modes of
travel, encouraging the re-use of suitable and viable brownfield land and, where
appropriate, encouraging higher development densities
3.21. The Council confirms in the DLP that ‘exceptional circumstances’ exist to
release land from the Green Belt to ensure that development needs are met.
Where this is the case, the NPPF at paragraph 138 provides clear policy to Local
Authorities on what considerations should be taken into account in selecting sites
for Green Belt release:
“When drawing up or reviewing Green Belt boundaries, the need to promote
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sustainable patterns of development should be taken into account… Where it is
concluded that it is necessary to release Green Belt land for development, plans
should give first consideration to land which has been previously-developed and/or
is well-served by public transport. They should also set out ways in which the impact
of removing land from the Green Belt can be offset through compensatory
improvements to the environmental quality and accessibility of remaining Green
Belt land” (our emphasis)
3.22. Fundamentally the draft strategy fails to satisfy this key national planning
policy test when releasing land from the Green Belt and as such is unsound.
3.23. Laverick Park inherently represents a more sustainable location than the
Green Belt release sites proposed in the Villages and is better served by public
transport (existing and proposed). The Key Diagram [DLP, Figure 2, pg.25] helpfully
illustrates the locational sustainability and strategic advantages of Laverick Park
over the proposed Green Belt release sites:
• Laverick Park adjoins the Main Built Up Area to the north and in particular the
main Tyne and Wear conurbation which is inherently more sustainable than the
more peripheral Villages;
• Laverick Park is bound and contained on its remaining three sides by high-capacity
key strategic transport routes which carry public transport:
o To the east by the A19 (the main north-south transport corridor through the
Borough) which is identified by the DLP for Key Highway Improvements and Key
Junction Improvements;
o To the south by the A184 (the main east-west transport corridor through the
Borough) identified as a Trunk Road
o To the west by the A194 which is identified for Key Highway Improvements
• An existing Metro Station (Fellgate) and New Metro Station (Mill Lane) (located
within walking and cycling distance) are located a short distance to the north of
Laverick Park. West Boldon and the more peripheral Villages of Cleadon and
Whitburn are not served by the Metro and are more distant from the conurbation.
They are not as well-served by public Transport as Laverick Park. Furthermore, the
proposal for Laverick Park is to create a high-frequency ‘Metro Shuttle’ bus service
connecting Laverick Park to Fellgate Metro Station (journey time c.5 minutes);
• Laverick Park is located a short distance from to the IAMP AAP which will create
7,850 new jobs and Nissan. The proposal for Laverick Park is to provide a highfrequency shuttle bus service from Fellgate Metro, through Laverick and Park, to
IAMP so that Metro users and residents of the site can access the jobs at IAMP by
public transport.
• Laverick Park adjoins General Employment Areas at Boldon Business Park and
Monkton Business Park and close to Follingsby Business Park which are within
walking and cycling distance.
• Laverick Park would not extend the urban area any further south than the existing
urban area to the east at West Boldon.
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3.24. The accompanying Transport and Highway Appraisal prepared by i-Transport
examines the public transport connectivity of Laverick Park and compared with the
draft strategy and sites proposed by the DLP, concluding that Laverick Park is clearly
better served by public transport and promotes a more sustainable pattern of
development. Fundamentally, Laverick Park should be the “first consideration” for
Green Belt release recognising that it would promote a more sustainable
development pattern than the DLP’s draft dispersed strategy focused on more
peripheral Villages and is clearly better served by public transport (with further
public transport improvements proposed by the plan in the vicinity of Laverick Park
and by the Laverick Park scheme itself – see Transport and Highways Appraisal).
3.25. Consequently, and fundamentally, the draft strategy fails to accord with
national planning policy at paragraph 138 of the NPPF and is therefore unsound.
The strategy of focusing Green Belt release on Laverick Park in order to meet
housing need clearly promotes a more sustainable pattern of development and
should be given first consideration for Green Belt release given its superior public
transport connectivity. This would ensure consistency with national policy and
soundness.
e) Specifically, land for new homes will be:
i. Focussed on a dispersed pattern in the Main Urban Area of South Shields,
Hebburn and Jarrow; and
ii. Located on sites which allow the plan-led development of the Villages of
Whitburn, Cleadon, East Boldon and West Boldon
3.26. Please see our comments in response to Criteria a) and c) above. We strongly
object to the draft strategy for meeting housing need, in particular the
disproportionate amount of development directed to the Villages of Whitburn,
Cleadon, East Boldon and West Boldon. This is not an appropriate strategy, taking
into account the alternative strategy of focusing Green Belt release on Laverick Park
(whilst also accommodating a lesser, more commensurate, scale of development in
the Villages), which will promote a more sustainable pattern of development which
is better served by public transport (existing and proposed).
3.27. At paragraph 4.6 of the DLP the Council advise that:
“In allocating land to meet these needs, we have considered the recommendations
of the Stage Two Green Belt Review (2019) and propose to redefine the extent of
the Green Belt boundary in the Hebburn, Hedworth and Fellgate, South Shields,
Whitburn, Cleadon, East Boldon and West Boldon areas, as shown on the Policies
Map”.
3.28. As we have highlighted earlier in this section, the Council’s evidence concludes
that Laverick Park represents the most appropriate location of the Green Belt to
accommodate a larger scale development. This is therefore a question of the
appropriate Spatial Strategy.
3.29. The Council has also stated that: “This [the draft Spatial Strategy] is broadly
consistent with the option favoured by most respondents to the Issues and Options
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Consultation (2013) and one which the Sustainability Appraisal offers as being an
appropriate option”.
3.30. Respectfully, the last Issues and Options consultation was over seven years
ago and responses to that document cannot reliably be taken as a proxy of
respondents’ views now on the most favoured Spatial Strategy. Indeed we
anticipate significant objection to this DLP consultation and accordingly this matter
should be reviewed following the closure of this consultation.
g) To facilitate sustainable growth we will amend the Green Belt around the areas
of Hebburn, Hedworth and Fellgate, South Shields, Whitburn, Cleadon, East Boldon
and West Boldon and Wardley, creating new defensible boundaries which positively
contribute to the setting of the Green Belt
3.31. For the reasons presented above, we object to criterion g). In our view a focus
on Laverick Park should be the first consideration for Green Belt release in
accordance with paragraph 138 of the NPPF and should be allocated for a new
Garden Community. The DLP strategy of focusing development on the locations in
criterion g) results in the release of some 18 individual Green Belt sites dispersed
across the Borough, which are in more peripheral Village locations which are
inherently less sustainable than Laverick Park which represents a logical, well
contained, extension to the Main Urban Area.
3.32. By comparison, a number of the draft Green Belt allocations result in illogical
intrusions into the Green Belt. For example, draft Green Belt allocations H3.62 (400
dwellings) and H3.65 (54 dwellings) are located at one of the narrowest existing
parts of the Green Belt strategically separating South Tyneside from Sunderland.
These two draft allocations are located almost directly opposite one another
meaning that they reduce the already narrow part of the Green Belt to a ‘pinch
point’ of only circa 380 metres. We object to these sites and in our view this
unacceptably compromises the role and purpose of the Green Belt in this strategic
location and fails to deliver the ‘contribute to the setting of the Green Belt’
objective as stated in the policy criteria. There are other examples of where the
draft Green Belt release sites result in significant intrusions into the Green Belt with
boundaries not formed by logical permanent physical features (e.g. H3.2 (90
dwellings); H3.3 (156 dwellings); H3.71 (200 dwellings) H3.72 (102 dwellings). In our
view these sites clearly do not represent an appropriate strategy, taking into
account the alternative at Laverick Park which is logical, well-contained by
permanent physical features on all boundaries (existing housing/employment sites
and strategic roads) and would not extend housing development any further south
than existing development at its eastern boundary at West Boldon.
Green Belt Harm
4.44. Whilst some harm to the Green Belt will inevitably arise as a result of meeting
housing need over the plan period, the 18 site multiple Green Belt release Spatial
Strategy will, in our view, result in greater harm to the Green Belt than a strategy
which focuses on Laverick Park (with additional smaller releases in appropriate

locations).
4.45. Firstly, whilst a strategy which focused a release at Laverick Park would result
in some ‘harm’ to the Green Belt, as explained at Section 3, the Council has
concluded that the location has the least impact on the purposes of the Green Belt
to accommodate large scale development compared to the other alternative
locations. Furthermore, that harm would be restricted to the locality itself which is
well-contained by readily recognisable durable physical features (major roads and
existing housing and employment development) on all fours sides. It should also be
noted that whilst Laverick Park is 192 hectares in total, only 106 hectares will be
subject to development (less than the 113.8 hectares of land proposed to be
removed from the Green Belt by the DLP). This should be contrasted to the DLP
strategy where 2,391 homes in the Green Belt are proposed to be dispersed across
the Green Belt at 18 different locations. As a result Laverick Park would have a
lesser impact on the overall integrity of the Green Belt as a whole with the vast
majority of the remaining Green Belt being unaffected and continuing to function as
it currently does (albeit some, but fewer, small Green Belt releases in appropriate
locations could support the focus on Laverick Park).
4.46. Furthermore, at Laverick Park there is considerably greater scope for
meaningful compensatory improvements to the environmental quality and
accessibility of remaining Green Belt land to help off-set its removal from the Green
Belt. As can be seen in the accompanying Design Vision, some 86 hectares (45% of
the total site area) is proposed as enhanced, publicly accessible, green open space.
This will incorporate a 16 hectare Linear Park which will be over 100 metres in width
in places, providing east-west connectivity by footpaths and cycle routes. New
forest edges will be established incorporating 28 hectares and the planting of some
45,000 new trees which will make the single-biggest contribution towards CO2
absorption from any development site in the Borough. All this is to be contrasted to
the existing position of private land in agricultural use with no public accessibility.
This scale and quality of compensatory improvements is simply not capable of being
matched by the 18 individual dispersed sites in the DLP which will largely represent
housing estates.
Absence of Safeguarded Land
4.57. It is noted that the DLP does not include any Safeguarded Land. This is
considered wholly unsound given the planning conditions in the authority area.
4.58. Paragraph 139 of the NPPF states that “when defining Green Belt boundaries,
plans should:
Where necessary, identify areas of safeguarded land between the built up area and
the Green Belt, in order to meet longer-term development needs stretching well
beyond the plan period.” (Our emphasis)
4.59. Given that South Tyneside has an extensive Green Belt and it has already been
accepted now that Green Belt release is required to meet housing need in this DLP,
logically there is a very high probability that further Green Belt releases will be

required to meet any additional of future need. Further, Table 1 of the DLP
identifies that there are only 489 dwellings of ‘over provision’, following which, or
should draft allocations not come forward as anticipated (which we consider is the
case – see Section 4 of this Report), more Green Belt sites will be required. Further,
Draft Policy IM1: Implementation and Monitoring of the DLP provides for the
possibility of “a partial and early review of the Local Plan to release additional land
for new homes, and should exceptional circumstances prevail, this may include
further consideration of releasing additional land from the Green Belt.” The DLP
itself therefore recognises that additional Green Belt releases may well be required
early in the plan period.
4.60. In our view these are clear circumstances where safeguarded land is necessary
to ensure that Green Belt boundaries are permanent and endure well beyond the
plan period. The DLP is currently unable “to demonstrate that Green Belt
boundaries will not need to be altered at the end of the plan period” as required by
paragraph 139 e) of the NPPF. As recently recognised by the Kirklees Council Local
Plan Inspector (January 2019):
“Given the extensive Green Belt coverage in Kirklees, the designation of
safeguarded land could be particularly beneficial in helping to provide Green Belt
boundaries with a degree of permanency beyond the Plan period and limit the scale
of future review”.
4.61. In our view the complete absence of safeguarded land in the planning
conditions of South Tyneside is further clear evidence that a proper long-term,
comprehensive strategic approach to the Green Belt has been avoided. It is this
Local Plan review where these important strategic matters should be properly and
comprehensively addressed, not put off for the likelihood of a future early plan
review. The absence of safeguarded land is a fundamental shortcoming of the DLP
noting its fragility and should be properly addressed in the Regulation 19 plan.
4.62. Without prejudice to our submissions that Laverick Park should be allocated to
contribute significantly to meeting housing need during the plan period and beyond,
as a bare minimum it should be identified as safeguarded land in recognition of the
key strategic role it can perform in meeting future housing need whilst also ensuring
that Green Belt boundaries are permanent and will ensure well beyond the plan
period. This is noting that the Council has already concluded that the location
represents the most suitable in the Green Belt to accommodate a larger scale
development (see Section 3 of this Report). In our view the Local Plan must
recognise this strategic potential to accommodate future development needs.
that they are helpful to the Council in preparing the next Regulation 19 version of
the plan.
7. Conclusion
7.1. Thank you for the opportunity to provide these representations and we trust
7.2. Unfortunately it is clear in our submission that there are a number of
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fundamental procedural and soundness shortcomings in the draft strategy proposed
by the DLP as set out in this Report. Central to that is the selection of the preferred
Spatial Option (4) and ruling out of the other option (3) whilst other reasonable
alternative options have not been assessed at all. We recommend that further work
is now undertaken without delay, objectively and within an ‘open mind’.
7.3. It is our submission that an option which includes a larger Green Belt site
(Laverick Park), which the Council’s evidence has concluded represents the most
suitable location in the Borough for Green Belt release to accommodate large scale
development, along with other, but fewer, smaller Green Belt releases represents
the appropriate strategy. This will ensure that the Local Plan takes a long-term
approach to meeting the development needs of the Borough and ensures that
Green Belt boundaries will endure well beyond the plan period.
7.4. We have also raised concern that not only has the DLP set a housing
requirement which is too low, but also that a significant proportion of the draft
housing allocations are unsuitable and/or undeliverable. The result of this is a
serious concern that the strategy being followed in not appropriate, will result in a
substantial shortfall of homes and policy failure.
7.5. Overall, we respectfully and strongly urge the Council to fundamentally rethink
its strategy now and ahead of the Regulation 19 plan in order to give the plan the
best possible prospect of being found legally complaint and sound. In our view, this
must include the allocation of Laverick Park to provide a new plan-led Garden
Community for the Borough
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
We are writing with our concerns regarding the potential housing development
plans for the East Boldon area.
We believe that should the draft plan be fully acted upon, resulting in up to 950 new
homes being built (an almost 50% increase on the current position)serious damage
to the makeup of East Boldon would be seen.
Specifically our concerns can be categorised as follows:A. The number of houses proposed is vastly disproportionate to elsewhere in South
Tyneside.
B. East Boldon already suffers from high traffic volume. An increase in the housing
volume and the already expected increases due to the International Advanced
Manufacturing Park would not be managed by the existing road infrastructure and
result in serious road pollution and road safety, bearing in mind both the Infant and
Junior schools are close to the main access road to the village.
C. Existing parking in and around East Boldon metro station is already ineffective. It
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is also already difficult to get a seat on the metro at rush hour, an increase in
passenger numbers may well mean potential customers will not even be able to get
on trains giving residents no option but to block roads with more traffic.
D. There is already issues around educational places within East Boldon. Our own
daughter was laughed at when asking about nursery places following her move to
the area. She was told there was no chance and at present no possibility of a place
at the infant school in the coming year either.
Objection to Pre-Publication Local Plan . With reference to the above Local Plan.
I hereby object to the Local Plan and the proposed development allocated within
the Boldon area of South Tyneside, in support of the Keep Boldon Green campaign
(previously reported upon in July 2016), on the following grounds:• The Plan is uncoordinated and far too insular as it fails to account for the fact
there is no Regional demand for housing growth on the proposed scale when 60,000
houses across the North East stand empty at this point in time and have done so
over the past decade.
• The Plan would create an imbalance in the diversity of land use within the
Borough caused by the destruction of even more scarce resource of valuable
agricultural & green belt land which is so vital to the health and wellbeing of the
community. This land will also be needed to meet future demand for food
production.
• The Plan is unsustainable and economically unsound as property developers
currently sit on thousands of acres of undeveloped housing land waiting for
profitable market conditions & associated costly infrastructure development, purely
to build expensive private houses.
• The Plan will result in over development and destroy the character of an area
which actually attracts people to live and work in Boldon, thus would eventually
result in ghettoization caused by current residents being displaced due to their
desire to live in more environmentally friendly places.
• The Plan will have unsustainable implications for biodiversity, infrastructure,
services, pollution and will cause severe traffic congestion.
• The Plan will place unsustainable demands upon natural resources and public
services associated with high density housing development.
• The Plan creates a disproportionate imbalance in the allocation of housing
development to the Boldon area compared to other neighbouring villages and will
result in an unacceptable loss of greenbelt and wildlife activity.
• The Plan creates a distinct loss of character & identity for Boldon with the loss of
the greenbelt, thus allowing the merging of urban areas to create one large soulless
conurbation.
• In summary, the Plan is flawed, unsustainable, economically unviable,
uncoordinated, unnecessary, impractical & driven by pure political ideology.
If you have any queries or require further clarification and assistance in respect of
this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.
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We find that most contained in the Plan would not only waste green belt but put
our already highly congested roads and infrastructure into constant chaos and
deadlock. We live on the side of A184 and traffic and parking even more so is a
huge huge problem. Even Doctors and District Nurses, let alone visiting family,
cannot at times find an available parking space in this village. There are no short
term parking spaces available.
Objection to Pre-Publication Local Plan
With reference to the above Local Plan.
I hereby object to the Local Plan and the proposed development allocated within
the Boldon area of South Tyneside, in support of the Keep Boldon Green campaign
(previously reported upon in July 2016), on the following grounds:• The Plan is uncoordinated and far too insular as it fails to account for the fact
there is no Regional demand for housing growth on the proposed scale when 60,000
houses across the North East stand empty at this point in time and have done so
over the past decade.
• The Plan would create an imbalance in the diversity of land use within the
Borough caused by the destruction of even more scarce resource of valuable
agricultural & green belt land which is so vital to the health and wellbeing of the
community. This land will also be needed to meet future demand for food
production.
• The Plan is unsustainable and economically unsound as property developers
currently sit on thousands of acres of undeveloped housing land waiting for
profitable market conditions & associated costly infrastructure development, purely
to build expensive private houses.
• The Plan will result in over development and destroy the character of an area
which actually attracts people to live and work in Boldon, thus would eventually
result in ghettoization caused by current residents being displaced due to their
desire to live in more environmentally friendly places.
• The Plan will have unsustainable implications for biodiversity, infrastructure,
services, pollution and will cause severe traffic congestion.
• The Plan will place unsustainable demands upon natural resources and public
services associated with high density housing development.
• The Plan creates a disproportionate imbalance in the allocation of housing
development to the Boldon area compared to other neighbouring villages and will
result in an unacceptable loss of greenbelt and wildlife activity.
• The Plan creates a distinct loss of character & identity for Boldon with the loss of
the greenbelt, thus allowing the merging of urban areas to create one large soulless
conurbation.
• In summary, the Plan is flawed, unsustainable, economically unviable,
uncoordinated, unnecessary, impractical & driven by pure political ideology.
If you have any queries or require further clarification and assistance in respect of
this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.
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Support is given in principle to criteria d) which seeks to enhance the vitality and
viability of Town Centres in the District. However, in ensuring that this objective is
met it is imperative the policies seek to support the reuse of vacant retail
floorspace. As stated in previous representations, LCP have considerable long term
vacant retail floorspace in King Street and they consider that policies should be
flexible to enable that floorspace to be let in order to contribute to the vitality and
viability of the Town Centre.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of Village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
4) This reduction of boundaries and the loss of Greenfield will mean that the unique
village characters of The Boldons (East in particular) and of Cleadon will be impacted
considerably. It is my belief that one of the roles of surrounding Greenfield is to
retain village character, in order to prevent swathes of conurbation. There are only
a few villages in South Tyneside and as more and more Greenfield is used in the
future (as this will no doubt not be the last Local Plan), South Tyneside is in danger
of becoming one whole ‘South Shields’.
5) Once Greenfield is used, it can’t be replaced. And the beauty of village living is the
access to green spaces and therefore well-being. This fact is gathering more and
more media coverage, with the latest ‘talk’ being about Doctors prescribing slowerpaced outdoor activities within a garden and in the countryside, for treating mental
health problems.
7) I also believe that smaller developments would have less impact on Boldon,
which has been allocated the ‘lion’s share’ despite East Boldon having a unique and
recognisable village character. These large developments will naturally increase the
population, resulting in a huge impact on services and infrastructure within the
Boldon area.
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9) It seems to me that the Local Plan is ‘backwards’ when Infrastructure and Services
will only be addressed once a Plan is adopted. The planner also advised me that
once homes are in place, the new population will determine infrastructure/services.
So with almost 1600 proposed homes in The Boldons, there will be minimally 3000
extra residents (and that’s not taking children into account), but with currently no
plans for extra schools, roads and health services. At the 2016 Consultation, already
parents were saying that they couldn’t get their children into some of the schools.
12) If it is predicted that many will use the Metro, will more Greenfield be diverted
towards parking areas? Or will the residents in side streets have even more parking
issues than they already do? Either is wholly undesirable.
I trust that this is a genuine Consultation, and consequently, please respectfully
request that you consider Residents’ views seriously.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
Just to summarise on a more personal level. I have lived in this beautiful area for
over 20 years and feel the scale and speed of the proposals are unacceptable and
will have a detrimental effect on the environment, beauty and infrastructure of the
area. The traffic volume in East Boldon s considerable. Local schools are already
overstretched with waiting lists , parking is a problem in the area with local
Community Police Support officers having to be drafted in to manage traffic at
schools.
I have attached images of local wildlife which habitat the fields by Boker Lane from
my garden in Lilburn Close including established trees with nesting birds, foxes and
hedgehogs and wildflower species.
I believe that the retention of the green belt area has a huge impact in slowing
climate change
I would like to submit my opinion of the proposed new homes
I am a whitburn resident and I am very much against any new homes being built on
any of the proposed sites, all of the proposed sites are within the south Tyneside
green belt which should never be built on as it is there for a valid reason.
I am highly concerned with the effect that these new homes would have on the local
wildlife population, and the effect that the new homes would have on the quaint
village feel of whitburn
I moved to whitburn so that I could enjoy the scenery while on walks and the village
charm of the village, further development threatens this
The new development would also mean that I no longer have views of the fields
outside of my bedroom window, meaning I could no longer enjoy looking out of my
window and watching the sun set
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I bought my house in whitburn so that I could enjoy all of these things and the
potential development threatens this, I sincerely hope that the council re considers
this development
It would make much more sense in my opinion to develop less disputable areas into
more desirable ones, such as areas in hebburn, rather then destroying the green
belt and threatening local wildlife
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon, a large part of which is designated as a
Conservation Area. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it
seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform
the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity.
Secondly the plan is driven by the willingness of landowners willing to sell land to
make a profit coupled with developers likely to build on that land to maximise
profits. It should be driven by a needs based assessment predicated on factors such
as demography, existing infrastructure and environmental protection. Whilst on the
surface greenbelt developments appear more cost effective than development of
brownfield sites and redevelopment of existing poor housing stock; the costs
associated with requirements to improve the existing infrastructure and negative
impact upon the environment actually outweigh these perceived cost benefits.
This manifests itself with the plan having the majority of new developments in
Green Belt areas which are clearly more attractive sites for potential developers,
rather than more appropriate and sustainable, brownfield or inner city/ urban sites
many of which have better infrastructure and would be more suitable for the
projected increase in elderly residents.
In terms of Cleadon Village all 3 sites have been ‘promoted’ by the landowners with
two of the sites previously deemed unsuitable now funny enough suitable. All 3
sites will be clearly attractive to developers and if development is permitted will
undoubtedly see construction of executive type housing with the minimum
affordable housing required to maximise profits. These sites will clearly not deliver
the one and two person households that are actually required to meet the
Borough’s future housing needs.
I also wish to amplify the concerns of those objecting to the proposed house
building project, which is disproportionately concentrated within Boldon and
Cleadon.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
identity.
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than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon
3.1 The number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan will obliterate the
distinctiveness of East Boldon Village. Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will
not be the case, it seems beyond belief that such numbers would do anything other
than transform the existing settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique
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I strongly object to plans for building new houses in Cleadon Village area. Village life
will disappear with traffic congestion, pollution etc. Infrastructure and facilities
unable to cope.
Firstly, living in a unique place like Cleadon, near to coast and countryside is
something I love and its why we bought a home here. It's exactly this delicate
balance of countryside offset by the proximity of urban amenities which makes
Cleadon special and a place that South Tyneside Council is rightly proud of and has
used in tourist-led promotional material. In my garden bordering fields nearby we
have weasels, hedgehogs, woodpeckers, squirrels, bird of prey alongside the usual
garden birds. Importantly, we also have bats. The latter use large trees to navigate
via "echo-location" and at all costs they must be preserved. The open fields of green
belt provide the insects necessary for bats and migrating birds and seasonal visitors
such as swallows and swifts. Take this green belt away and the wildlife corridor
becomes narrower which at a time of global heightened awareness of the
importance of preserving the natural environment I urge South Tyneside to stand up
against externally imposed invalid housing quotas.
Secondly, the impact of so many extra cars and people on Moor Lane will be very
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negative. Planning with the environment in mind necessitates footpaths and
cycleways - both of which don't exist on Moor Lane. Quick access to the metro must
be prioritised and footpaths and cycle ways are a necessity. In addition, preserving
the residential quality of nearby streets such Woodlands Road, Whitburn Road and
West Meadows Road must be given consideration. One way systems and speed
restrictions may be something that the Council can consider.
In conclusion, please give consideration to the genuine concerns of the residents of
Cleadon. We know we don't really need the number of homes being proposed and
we understand the complicated politics behind such development but there must
be another way of satisfying externally imposed quotas - there is so much non green
belt around the Borough.
In addition to the above I raise the following concerns in respect of any housing
development in the area. The proposed number of houses in the three areas
outlined total 477. The effect of these extra houses will have on the number of extra
vehicles and children on local infrastructures? The majority of homes have on
average two children and now two/three vehicles per household. If we extend that
to the proposals that will be an increase of 954 children + 954 additional vehicles in
the area at a conservative estimate. This is in addition to the other proposed houses
in the adjacent areas of Whitburn and Boldon.
This raises the following issues.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for the increased demand in the
forthcoming years?
I would say with current spending restraints and the reduction of resources, it would
place an unprecented unsustainable demand on already over stretched education
system. Should the local schools pupil capacity be increased this would lead to
further parking problems within the village which are already significant due to
parking with the existing pupil levels.
The effects the additional vehicles will have upon local roads and pollution.
Cleadon village has three man thoroughfares namely Whitburn road and Boldon
Lane both intersect with Sunderland Road the main road between Sunderland South
Tyneside. The increased traffic congestion which would be caused at the junctions
of these roads would be significant.
Boldon Lane runs directly through the main shopping area of the village and past
the village school, the significant increase in traffic on this road would increase the
risk of road traffic collisions involving children from the local school there have
already been two such collisions with current levels of traffic.
The increased levels of traffic would also lead to a significant increase in air
pollution in a residential area and in close proximity to a school this surely cannot be
supported by South Tyneside Council when Government national policy is to reduce
carbon emissions, and other local authorities in the area are taking strenuous steps
to address this issue.
Whitburn road intersects with the metro and rail lines at East Boldon metro station
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which is already a problem due to the barriers shutting every five-seven minutes.
This impacts significantly on traffic problems and congestion either side of the
barriers. With length of queues on either side of the barriers increasing due to the
number of additional vehicles.
Boldon lane intersects with the same rail line at the tilesheds crossing which is
under review with proposals for larger barriers causing similar problems to those at
East Boldon. From the public meeting it was revealed by planners that there is a
proposed road bridge (plans for which planners stated have already been put out to
tender) and a metro station at Tilesheds. The justification for these changes was
that the proposed increase in housing both in Cleadon and Whitburn and adjacent
to Chuter Ede in Whiteleas and Boldon on New Road would create a need.
The creation of such a road bridge would substantially increase the levels of traffic
entering Cleadon village, with its subsequent increase in risks of road collisions and
increase in air pollution. This proposed flyover at Tilesheds Crosses a natural nature
reserve which will needs partial draining in order to build the construction. this will
no doubt affect the water table and cause flooding elsewhere in local marshy areas
in addition to this extra parking will be needed to accommodate the commuters.
This will destroy valuable wildlife habitats and quiet thoroughfares for walkers and
dog walkers and other explorers to improve their health and welfare.
Public transport
The local Metro system is already operating at capacity at peak times a further
increase in local population can only have a significant negative effect. In addition to
this the proposed Metro station at tilesheds crossing would have a severely
detrimental effect on the already at capacity system.
Effects on the Greenbelt
The land which you propose to develop is currently classified as GREEN BELT and as
such any development is directly opposed to your previously published policy.
Please see your publication: "South Tyneside Green belt and Landscape Background
Paper" dated September 2012.
This document clearly states on Page 9, Section 4 - Paragraph 4.3
"in conjunction with adjoining councils the local planning authority has defined and
will protect and enhance, a Green Belt which will:
a) Check the unrestricted sprawl of the built up area of South Tyneside;
b) Safeguard the Borough's from further encroachment;
c) Prevent the merging of South Tyneside with Sunderland, Washington and
Gateshead;
d) Preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery, West Boldon,
East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn; and
e) Assist in the regeneration of the urban area, by encouraging the recycling of land,
particularly along the riverside;
The Local Planning Authority will strictly maintain Green Belt boundaries as shown
on the Proposals Map".
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Please also see page 11 paragraph 4.11 where it said "Ensuring that the Green Belt
continues to safeguard the countryside from encroachment and check the
unrestricted sprawl of Tyne & Wear".
The proposed developments would be directly opposed to your documents and the
good intentions which you have previously published.
Housing affordability
The proposal seeks to create affordable housing to meet the boroughs needs, the
building of houses within the Cleadon Village area will not address this issue as
current property prices in Cleadon would place any new builds beyond the reach of
most if not all first time buyers. There is a recent example of this in the Sandpiper
view development where the cheapest property was in excess of £200,000.
In my view the council should seek to increase the number of houses built in other
more affordable areas where building is already planned for example under the 365
regeneration plan at the middle docks site where housing is planned but is in the
form of low density development.
Increasing the number of homes built as part of this development on a brown field
site would not only reduce the need to destroy Greenfield sites, but would also not
require the introduction of any changes to local infrastructure as the new transport
hub located in the town centre and existing road links with Tyne Dock and the A19
and Tyne tunnel have already been significantly upgraded.
Extra homes built in this area would also be within economic reach of most first
time buyers and would breathe new life into a derelict industrial wasteland and
providing a vibrant new community, which was the aim of the 365 project.
I strongly object to the proposed increase in housing in the Cleadon Village area as
outlined in the proposal for the reasons outlined above.
The most important issue in the world right now is Climate Change. This is why I
must object to your ideas and plans in the South Tyneside Draft Local Plan. Deleting
areas of Green Belt to build houses is not acceptable. It will destroy the habitats of
wildlife, flowers, hedgerows, grass, bird habitats and most importantly trees.
Policy S1: Spatial Strategy states an intention to deliver a 'clean and green
environment'. South Tyneside Council declared a 'climate emergency' on July 18th
2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
-Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
-Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
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product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31 2020. This will
include and action plan for the next five years.
Policy S1 appears to ignore the following Climate Change legislation:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 "Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority's area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) makes clear
that "mitigating and adapting to climate change" is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
'The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate...it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions...in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.'
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development...Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
As 18 of the allocated sites for housing development are Green Belt how can this
Policy S1 support Green Belt?
Figures suggest less than 5% of Green Belt has been used for development.
However this does not include the Green Belt land taken to build IAMP site, which
will make the figure significantly higher. Also the transport infrastructure referred to
throughout this plan will take away a significant amount of Green Belt land.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees. This means a
total figure for at risk trees being felled for housing development are over 1700 plus
hedgerows. Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic
development are a minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
So STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
I object to policy S1 as it does nothing to safeguard the environment or natural
assets of South Tyneside.
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3.1 Policy S1 – Spatial Strategy (Strategic Policy)
3.1.1 Our Client notes that some development is to be focussed at Wardley through
this policy (see Part F) and that this is generally supported. This however currently
states that this will be in the form of employment land opportunities (presumably
focused on the release of the colliery land to the south for employment uses –
allocation ED2.1). Our Client believes that to ensure that sustainable development is
promoted in this area, that residential opportunities should be promoted alongside
the employment uses proposed to the south. This would ensure this policy is sound
by being effective, positively planned and consistent with national policy in that
paragraph 118 of the NPPF seeks to promote mixes of uses within areas. We
therefore seek an amendment to the policy on this basis.
3.1.2 In this instance the allocation of our Client’s land at Land South of Follonsby
Terrace (see Appendix 1) would fulfil this purpose and we consider the land further
in our response to Policy H3 below.
I am opposed to the proposed development allocated within the Boldon area of
South Tyneside. This is in support of the Keep Boldon Green campaign.

I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
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the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
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the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
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Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
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the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an

ST0452

Mr C Mesie

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0452

Mr C Mesie

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST0485

Caroline
Woodward

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0485

Caroline
Woodward

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the

ST0487

Gina Potts

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0487

Gina Potts

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST0493

David Harrison

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0493

David Harrison

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.

ST0494

Steven Wills

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0494

Steven Wills

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate

ST0512

Anne
Errington

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0512

Anne
Errington

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.

ST0551

E Bramley

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0552

Mrs Rosemary
Anne oGooptu

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0552

Mrs Rosemary
Anne oGooptu

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST0553

M T Alder

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0553

M T Alder

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.

ST0556

Mrs T Sheilds

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0556

Mrs T Sheilds

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of

ST0565

Mrs B McKay

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0565

Mrs B McKay

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an

ST0571

Mr Paul Nellist

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0571

Mr Paul Nellist

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.

ST0596

M c Lucas

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0596

M c Lucas

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate

ST0597

Margaret
Lucas

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0597

Margaret
Lucas

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.

ST0602

David
Robinson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0603

Doris McGurk

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0603

Doris McGurk

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.

ST0618

Jeffery
Johnson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0619

Debra
Johnson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.

ST0657

George
William Purvis

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0657

George
William Purvis

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.

ST0685

Michael
Wright

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0686

Patricia Yates

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST0688

Mrs Cameron

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0688

Mrs Cameron

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an

ST0689

Mr Donald
Tarbet

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0689

Mr Donald
Tarbet

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.

ST0725

Frances
Ralpph

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0725

Frances
Ralpph

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.

ST0736

Mrs V Heaton

ST0737

Jill Spawls

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate

ST0749

H Smyth

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0749

H Smyth

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are

the
Strategy

ST0761

S Elliott

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0762

M Elliott

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST0764

Gary
Porthouse

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0764

Gary
Porthouse

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of

ST0768

Diane Daglish

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0768

Diane Daglish

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.

ST0822

Paul
Chamberlin

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0823

Sandra Jagger

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0823

Sandra Jagger

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are

the
Strategy

ST0846

Mr Bryan
Shone

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0847

A Shone

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST0849

Eileen
Overton

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0849

Eileen
Overton

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.

ST0864

Ian Wilson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0865

Rachel Denby

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0865

Rachel Denby

04
Delivering

S01

eii

Objection

THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are

the
Strategy

ST0880

Lorna Burke

ST0881

Mrs M
Westerberg

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST0883

Mr Charles
William
Vernon Orr

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0883

Mr Charles
William
Vernon Orr

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST0900

A Parrot

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0900

A Parrot

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST0926

Neve Colman

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0926

Neve Colman

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST0951

Anne Clapham

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0951

Anne Clapham

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST0960

J Dawson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0960

J Dawson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.

ST0975

Deborah
Proctor

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0976

Paul Proctor

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0976

Paul Proctor

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an

ST0978

N Oliver

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0978

N Oliver

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.

ST0992

Mr M R Knight

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST0993

Mr T Knight

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0993

Mr T Knight

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST0994

Mrs E A Knight

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST0994

Mrs E A Knight

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST1019

Michael
Bettencourt

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1019

Michael
Bettencourt

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.

ST1060

Ann Davidson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1061

Michael
Turnbull

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1061

Michael
Turnbull

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate

ST1072

Mrs Linda
Wray

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1072

Mrs Linda
Wray

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic

ST1090

Albert Henry
Norman

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1090

Albert Henry
Norman

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the

ST1098

Mrs C E
Paterson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1098

Mrs C E
Paterson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST1138

Mr Peter
Lawson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1138

Mr Peter
Lawson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of

ST1227

E Docchar

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1227

E Docchar

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are

the
Strategy

ST1237

A R Harris

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1238

C E Harris

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an

ST1250

Geoffrey
James Driver

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1250

Geoffrey
James Driver

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.

ST1262

Jennifer Hails

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1262

Jennifer Hails

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1263

Margaret Hails

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of

ST1295

Mrs Margaret
Mahinpourian

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1295

Mrs Margaret
Mahinpourian

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.

ST1349

Aimi White

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1350

Allison Gillisn
McLaughlin

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1350

Allison Gillisn
McLaughlin

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of

ST1397

Deborah
Rundle

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1397

Deborah
Rundle

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate

ST1429

Jacqui Brophy

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1429

Jacqui Brophy

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
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3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
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on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
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population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
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Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST1490

D Seymour

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1490

D Seymour

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
Totally object to this proposal as the road network, traffic, noise would be greatly
increased and have a detrimental effect on everyday life in the area.

1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
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This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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In addition to the foregoing, I add my further observations1. Concerning transport and congestion, there has been no improvement to
infrastructure as to roads and lanes within Cleadon for at least 60years during which
time there has already been much development in that period on green field sites
adding to excessive traffic flow.
2. Public transport is inadequate as far as metro is concerned, to use this system
there is insufficient parking to complement the system at East Boldon necessitating
further congestion within the surrounding area. the bus service from Cleadon to
East Boldon is once per hour.
3. Road transport is by necessity is used in an East-West direction, due to the fact
that to the East is the sea, to the north is a dead end (South Shields) to the south is
Sunderland and the river, further congestion.
4. Further housing development would by its very nature be of "executive" housing
as developers would be paying a high price for land within the green belt, which will
attract an incoming population rather than providing affordable homes.
5. The traffic congestion would be made worse in that houses would be purchased
by "incomers" who would then need to travel west wards for work etc. In addition
additional housing proposed for Whitburn would add to the additional traffic
through Cleadon on to East Boldon and beyond thus compounding further
congestion to the point of gridlock.
6. The necessity for further development is not justified in that the population of
South Tyneside is diminishing and not increasing and in any event 2.3% of current
dwelling in the Borough remain unoccupied.
7. There has been considerable erosion of green belt over the years, Sunderland
Training Ground to name but one.
8. Drainage and flooding is a problem within Cleadon and further development
would raise the already high water table yet further.
9. Finally it should be borne in mind the damage to habitat, wild life etc hedges not
to mention the loss of food production and the livelihood of those farming the areas
concerned.
Totally object to this proposal as the road network, traffic, noise would be greatly
increased and have a detrimental effect on everyday life in the area.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I also object to the proposed house developments in Cleadon Village, H3.70, H3.3,
H3.2 because the land at present is agricultural land. This development will damage
wild life, natural habitats and the environment. Perhaps loss of trees too. There is
also a problem with surface flooding at Sunderland Road near The New Ship and the
area around Moor Lane and Sunderland Road. At a time when Natural England have
just published a study which says we have already lost 46% of natural habitat and
wild life it seems crazy to me to contribute to the problem by losing more land to
housing.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
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2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
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2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
There are several points we wish to raise in addition to those printed on the
previous page. 1. We have not signed this petition as it were simply a 'Sheet
Petition', having given careful consideration to all the issues raised. We believe the
South Tyneside plan to be deeply flawed. 2. The sheer scale of the proposals
without the prospect / possibility of adequate road provision (for that certainly in
the case) is nothing short of 'madness' 3, When raising this matter with a South
Tyneside official at a recent public consultation we were told that "all this would be
taken into consideration at the next stage." What??? Has it not been considered
already, at this stage? if not, why not?? 4. When challenged directly regarding
inevitable traffic gridlock and air pollution, he replied that "everyone has to accept
certain compromises in such situations". Not an answer to the question or problem,
especially when serious health and safety issues are at stake. And where is the
evidence for sufficient medical care being available when current residents /
patients are already being asked to seek another practice due to the current
proposals. 5. Other regional suggestions such as constructing a bridge over
Tilesheds Level Crossing ; and/or creating a new metro station at tilesheds (just a
few hundred yards away from the one at East Boldon) seems absolutely crazy both
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financially and logistically and would add to, rather than solve any of the problems
that the South Tyneside Plan brings. Overall the local plan (if the latter word is an
appropriate term to describe it), is, in our opinion, wholly unacceptable whichever
way you look at it, and is not worthy of serious consideration. Whatever happened
to common sense???? It seems in very short supply.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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There are several points we wish to raise in addition to those printed on the
previous page. 1. We have not signed this petition as it were simply a 'Sheet
Petition', having given careful consideration to all the issues raised. We believe the
South Tyneside plan to be deeply flawed. 2. The sheer scale of the proposals
without the prospect / possibility of adequate road provision (for that certainly in
the case) is nothing short of 'madness' 3, When raising this matter with a South
Tyneside official at a recent public consultation we were told that "all this would be
taken into consideration at the next stage." What??? Has it not been considered
already, at this stage? if not, why not?? 4. When challenged directly regarding
inevitable traffic gridlock and air pollution, he replied that "everyone has to accept
certain compromises in such situations". Not an answer to the question or problem,
especially when serious health and safety issues are at stake. And where is the
evidence for sufficient medical care being available when current residents /
patients are already being asked to seek another practice due to the current
proposals. 5. Other regional suggestions such as constructing a bridge over
Tilesheds Level Crossing ; and/or creating a new metro station at tilesheds (just a
few hundred yards away from the one at East Boldon) seems absolutely crazy both
financially and logistically and would add to, rather than solve any of the problems
that the South Tyneside Plan brings. Overall the local plan (if the latter word is an
appropriate term to describe it), is, in our opinion, wholly unacceptable whichever
way you look at it, and is not worthy of serious consideration. Whatever happened
to common sense???? It seems in very short supply.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate

ST1541

C. S. Sandbach

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1541

C. S. Sandbach

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
Comments above should surely cancel any further development
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
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displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
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additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
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the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an

ST1592

William Hills

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1592

William Hills

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.

ST1597

Jacqueline
Griffiths

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1598

Freda May
Proud

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic

ST1689

P. Rennison

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1689

P. Rennison

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.

ST1691

Stuart John
Ashman

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1691

Stuart John
Ashman

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1692

Bill Coats

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional

ST1710

Adelheid
Wildhurt

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1710

Adelheid
Wildhurt

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are

the
Strategy

ST1733

Mrs B.
Plumpton

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1734

Mr D. Ashby

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an

ST1746

Lynne Frail

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1746

Lynne Frail

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.

ST1808

Mavis
Richardson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1808

Mavis
Richardson

Cleadon
Residents

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

ST1809

P. Bulley

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The

the
Strategy

ST1837

Kevin
Ditchburn

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1837

Kevin
Ditchburn

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate

ST1856

Marisa
Dickson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1856

Marisa
Dickson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.

ST1892

Sharon Tufts

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST1892

Sharon Tufts

Resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.

ST2130

Deborah
Fletcher

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST2130

Deborah
Fletcher

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
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problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
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erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
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THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
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majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
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Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
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approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic

ST2157

B Robinson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

g

Objection

ST2157

B Robinson

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

eii

Objection

problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
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residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
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4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
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5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
POLICY S1 THE SPATIAL STRATEGY
With local knowledge of the area, it cannot be accepted that the Policy S1 is
sustainable or sound.
The aims of the strategy are that a balance of development should be achieved by
having the vast majority of development in the main urban area of South Shields,
Hebburn and Jarrow. This is not the case because there are only 500 less houses
allocated for development in the villages than the total number of all developments
in the towns of South Shields and Jarrow and Hebburn. It is impossible to have a
‘balance’ and have a ‘vast majority’ at the same time. 500 houses in the main urban
area would only be a small proportion of overall development. In the village of
Cleadon – where the largest area of land includes Cleadon Hills and is rural Green
Belt – 477 houses are proposed to be built: how can this be a ‘balance’?
This is a disproportionate number of houses required from village locations and
cannot “respect the distinctive character of each village”. The majority of sites , and
those with the largest numbers of houses, are also on Green Belt and these will
cause urban sprawl as the proposed developments will merge South Shields with
Cleadon, and Cleadon with East Boldon – which will then merge East Boldon and
West Boldon (and West Boldon has already lost much of its distinctiveness by
merging with Boldon Colliery). The separation of Cleadon with Whitburn will also be
reduced. Developments at Town End Farm and Downhill will also merge areas of
South Tyneside with Sunderland; as does the bridging of the 150 hectare IAMP
manufacturing development Green Belt site.
The context given with this strategy states that one of the main objectives of the
Local Plan “is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping Green Belt land permanently
open”, yet, once this imbalance of development has been allocated, this policy only
requires the remainder of the reduced openness of the Green Belt to be protected .
The village of Cleadon, defined by its historic Parish boundary, is surrounded by
Green Belt. Any loss of this Green Belt area will be a threat to the present, physically
‘separate’ and ‘special character’ of this village. This policy only provides to have
“new defensible”Green Belt boundaries after ‘growth’ removes the present Green
Belt protection around Cleadon by building 477 houses on 3 Green Belt sites, in
close proximity to Cleadon’s two Conservation Areas.
A policy which is justified cannot have the dual purpose of taking away Green Belt
sites, such as H3.2 and H3.3 which are both smaller areas of two large fields; and
then purporting to protect the adjacent area of Green Belt which is left. This just
allows for complete Green Belt deletion if ‘windfalls’ (policy H4) are promoted at a
later stage. It also contradicts, and questions, the argument given to support the
Plan’s interpretation of ‘exceptional circumstances’ as each site lost will have
‘exceptional circumstances’ to be deleted, then the adjacent Green Belt site will
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only be protected until it too has ‘exceptional circumstances’ to be deleted from the
Green Belt, simply because a proposal to develop the next area of land has been
made. This shows that neither of the policies, S1 and S6 can be sound and questions
the validity of H4.
Building on Green Belt land with high numbers of large scale developments does not
secure the sustainability of the villages – the increase of noise and road traffic
pollution caused by the number of houses, will put the sustainability of both present
and future housing and its residents at risk.
The policy also promotes congestion in and around the villages. Additional
development in Cleadon and the surrounding villages will more than double the
amount of traffic on the roads in the area. Improvements to junctions, research by
CPRE has proven, will create greater congestion. Development and road
infrastructure, including that of the proposed road bridge which will allow for
closure of two level crossings and so support development of over 1,000 houses on
4 sites in Boldon and South Shields, and will create dangerous levels of noise and
traffic pollution, particularly through Cleadon, and even more extremely so in
Boldon Colliery.
Policy S1 does not support or protect the environmental assets of South Tyneside.
Brownfield sites have not been prioritised for development and so natural assets
and many of the distinctive features of the villages will be destroyed. Trees and
hedgerow which mark the rural aspect of the areas around the villages will be
destroyed and the protection of air quality against traffic pollution which they give,
will be lost.
Policy S1 is not sound.
Independently of the Local Plan, South Tyneside Council recently declared a ‘Climate
Emergency’ to prevent an environmental crisis in the Borough. This will include the
Council promoting carbon reduction throughout the Borough and also producing a
Climate Change Strategy which will set clear targets for carbon reduction. This
strategy will be considered in March 2020 and will set an action plan for the
following 5 years. This coincides with the expected delivery of many of the proposed
development sites in the areas surrounding the villages of South Tyneside.
Policy S1 does not include any reference to carbon reduction targets. It does refer to
creating thriving and healthy neighbourhoods (Policy S£3) but the actions of this
strategy cannot support that aim if carbon reduction targets are not delivered and
met in the Local Plan.
There will also be an increase of carbon caused by other road infrastructure
purported in the Plan. Much of the road infrastructure needed for developments in
Cleadon and the surrounding area could, coincidentally, be funded separately by the
strategic road networks requirement which must support the connectivity of the
IAMP development as part of the NECA regional road infrastructure programme.
This road infrastructure may ‘cope’ with the present high volume of traffic on our
roads but: in opening up the development of over 1,000 houses on 4 sites in South
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Shields and East and West Boldon, and receiving additional funding for a road bridge
(across more Green Belt land) to replace two level crossings - this road bridge will
only ensure that the area will become a major road junction, whereby the main
route for traffic from Whitburn, South Shields and Cleadon and will increase traffic
through Cleadon of possibly 2,000 more cars every day and create congestion
through the conservation area in the centre of the village.
Reference to any proposed demolition of East Boldon junior school in Grange
Terrace North Lane east Boldon and rebuilding a bigger school on the site for juniors
infants nursery or up to sixty houses. 1. also re opening Grange Terrace - North Lane
to one way through traffic. 2. The six houses in Grange terrace are in the
conservation area you also made them of histroical interest. It is one of the only
terrace in East Boldon that has been kept original. 3. The terrace foundation are
direct onto soil. Walls are two brick thick but only one brick thich around the side
and above the upstairs sash windows. And between the houses in the passage ways.
House walls and foundation our directly onto the footpath and road no gardens. 4.
All of the owners of the six houses have spent a large amount of time and money
keeping the houses in good condition and original. I have had all of the walls
repointed and the original sash windows re corded and repaired. 5. Any proposes re
opening of the road. Grange Terrace houses will be put at risk with the extra traffic
expecially heavy wagons and plant for the demolition and rebuilding of the school
or for houses. This road cannot take any more traffic and will put at risk parents and
children. 6. At the moment Grange Terrace is the only road into the school site for
parents and teachers visitors vans wagons and buses. Parents now use the entrance
to the school in Grange Park more than the main entrance to drop off and pick up
the children. 7. If new larger school or the sixty houses are built they will have to be
another road into the site from the bottom at borrwdale close or the hawthorns
ravensbourne areas. And more pedestrian entrance.
I would just like to register my unhappiness at your proposed plans to build 1500
homes in Boldon. This will destroy the greenbelt and put horrific strain on local
infrastructure. To also not allow proper time for locals to digest and build opposition
to the plans is extremely poor.
I am a concerned resident at live at
.I have been informed of plans + updates, re
potential housing development in the area by my councillors .I have lived in Cleadon
Village for over 54 yrs since I was a child and have seen the demand for houses over
the years in this area. I understand the need for more houses over this period of
time and strongly feel that the capacity has now been reached. I agree fully with the
sentiments already outlined by the councillors, in which they state the following :- 1.
Disproportionate number of houses proposed for our village. 2. Negative impact
on village life 3. Increased traffic, parking and air pollution. 4. Distinctiveness
of villages at risk 5. Unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities.
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2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Villageestimate approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon –estimate approx. twelve spaces. This
would cause displacement of parking around the local estates which already are
congested if the proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes. Which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers. With the proposals, further
vehicle traffic would cause major traffic flow issues. With length of queues on either
side of the barriers increasing due to the number of additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent in the villages and have a detrimental
effect on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physical demand on
daily commute of travel with increased traffic but impacting on the mental health of
residents as well . Due to the stress and strain of an additional 3,346 vehicles on the
infra structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity and further introduction of
population will have a negative impact on travel. I have very major concerns re the
Local plan and would be willing to speak in public hearings and committee planning
meetings in the future to make a case against the proposals.
Following the many consultation meetings concerning the IAMP I have been advised
that the best way to register my concern regarding the green belt around my
property was to wait until now and comment on the draft Local Plan. Part of my
overall concern with the IAMP and the Follingsby Max developments was that they
necessitated the removal of the area from the green belt to allow the development.
This has now left my property still situated within the green belt but now
surrounded by industrial development. I would you to consider realigning the green
belt to exclude my property, Strother House Farm, Follingsby Lane NE37 3JB.
• The concentration of housing planned for. Cleadon, Whitburn and Boldon is
massively disproportionate compared to the rest of the borough.
• The effect of these proposals will have a huge impact on traffic flow. Any bridge at
tile sheds will simply bottleneck traffic on to the Asda road. Front street and Boldon
lane will become a main highway to Newcastle and elsewhere.
• There is no infrastructure to support these proposals. There are no schools,
doctor’s surgeries or roads to support these numbers. The schools are already
oversubscribed!!
• There is no infrastructure to support these proposals. There are no schools,
doctor’s surgeries or roads to support these numbers. The schools are already
oversubscribed!!
• There is insufficient parking currently for the existing shopping areas, schools and
the Metro. There is no means to deal with this increased capacity.
• The council can not maintain the current parks and roads - how do they propose
to maintain these additions. They can’t.
• The effect of these changes is to also remove green space and starts the creep of
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merging Cleadon Village with south shields and Sunderland. It will no longer be a
distinct Village but a merged suburb.
The proposed extra housing development is not wanted nor desired. Proposals to
build on green belt land should not be initiated. Whitburn is a village incorporating
wonderful green belt land, this proposal rips that away and destroys the wonderful
village and land. Green belt should be protected not built on with unwanted houses.
Change this plan now and keep our green belt and village protected.
I wish to object strongly to the proposed planning in and around Cleadon Village.
The basis of the calculation for household projections is flawed based on outdated
figures. There are plenty of brown field sites in South Tyneside to build houses on.
Why must the planners build on green belt. The effect of these proposals will have
a huge impact on traffic flow. Front Street and Boldon Lane will become a main
highway to Newcastle and elsewhere. There aren’t enough schools, doctors
surgeries or roads to support these numbers. There is insufficient parking now for
the existing shopping areas, schools or the Metro. There is no means to deal with
increased numbers. The threat to our wildlife with the removal of green space has
got to be an issue. Climate Change has to be an issue. The extra pollution from the
proposed extra houses can not be good for anyone’s health.
I write to object to the emerging and pre publication draft development plan for
Whitburn Village. The government ‘s national strategy calls for the sustainable
development of leisure facilities whilst the council’s current proposal is actively
seeking to remove one of our villages leisure activities by building on what is locally
called the horse field . This field is also an integral part of the green belt creating
pleasant and rural access to Whitburn coastal park. The building of houses in this
field will change the character of the perimeter of the village and further encourage
urban sprawl. The national plan also requires the development and retention of
local pubs. Once again the local council plan requires the demolition of what was a
very attractive pub in a building of historic interest in the village. Over a number of
years the council has failed to address the owners failure to maintain the building,
allowing the structure to fall into such a state of disrepair that renovation will be
expensive. This is particularly frustrating as the owners bought the Whitburn Lodge
with the stated objective of development as a wedding venue/ micro brewery. In
reality they have been actively seeking permission to demolish and seek planning
permission for housing, If successful of course this would substantially increasing
the asset value to the owners . This seen in the background of the next nearest pub
in the village being closed and, we believe , being turned into a local
supermarket. The national guidance clearly states “ existing open space sports and
recreational buildings should not be built on unless specific criteria are met. The
horse field is used for recreation and the stables are effectively recreational
buildings .
I am writing to object to the above plan which proposes to almost eliminate the
green belt.
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The villages of Whitburn, the Boldons and Cleadon will be eliminated.
Why does the Council focus on expansion into Green Belt land when there are
numerous areas within South Shields remaining undeveloped. Example, Brinkburn
School, Temple Park, Mecca bingo hall and Fowler street which should be all
housing as our Town Centre declines.
Worst of all in comparison to North Tyneside who have continued to build houses
our Council has made no progress in spite of the fact land opposite the Magistrates
court has remained empty for more then ten years.
The proposed developments on Green belt land cannot be supported by the road
network and current housing meets people needs. There are few jobs to attract
people to live in South Tyneside.
In the "emergency climate change" policy the Council is pursuing how can we
consider building on Green belt land with no areas left for the residents to
experience a touch of the country.
Finally if the leader of South Tyneside council objects to the conversion of a public
house in the Trow Rocks area to become flats on the grounds of it not fitting the
area how can he support the elimination of the Green belt and Village life.
The Greenbelt around Boldon provides a range of wildlife habitat and is
irreplaceable. The loss of recreational services and open space will have a
detrimental impact upon the well-being of the community.
The congestion as a result of the volume of proposed development would have
significant impact on access to key services.
USE OF GREEN BELT FOR INDUSTRIAL SITES
The release of a significant area of Greenbelt land within South Tyneside for the
IAMP has further reduced the Greenbelt and must be taken into account when
calculating the Greenbelt reduction. As such the minimal Greenbelt reduction figure
quoted by the Council is inaccurate. Such land is not now available for housing
development but should have been developed for mixed use affordable housing
close to resident’s work places. This would have had the additional benefit of
reducing travel pollution whilst not increasing climate change. Why did the Council
not adopt this approach and could it still be implemented at this stage before it is
too late?
Objection to plans to build house in Cleadon the Green Belt / plans to put a bridge
at Tile sheds over the Metro lines.
Sir , I wish to register an objection against the above proposals , for the following
reasons 1. The infrastructure , schools , shops and roads could not cope with
additional traffic . Front Street is already heavily congested resulting in delays.
2. Boldon Lane floods close to the junction with Fern Avenue and is already
dangerous to existing road users .
3. Various areas of Cleadon flood , area behind and adjacent to Cleadon Lea and
Moor Lane in particular .
4.There is a thriving horse riding community who use the area of Boldon Lane
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additional traffic would be to the detriment of such activities .
5. Increased road pollution , contractors working on behalf of the council have
already cut back a hedge by approximately 4 feet opposite North Drive that
previously blocked a lot of noise visual and fume pollution .
Please note my objections.
2. There is a disproportionate allocation of development within Boldon in
comparison to other neighbouring villages. At present the fields in question
separate East Boldon from West Boldon, build on them and they are directly
connected. I understand the Government is against 'urban sprawl'. This would
surely contravene Government guidelines. Just rename the whole area Boldon
Town, there would be no separate villages.
3.There will be huge implications upon biodiversity, infrastructure,services,and
pollution as a result of increased traffic congestion.
Where will the children that come to live in the proposed new houses go to school,
The local schools are already full
Where will the people that come to live in the proposed new houses go to see a
GP.The local Medical centre is already over subscribed

ST2417

Brian Nixon

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S01

e)ii

Objection

Have you carried out any surveys on vehicle movement in East Boldon at peak travel
times. Front Street and the surrounding main roads are extremely congested as
people travel to work, drop children at school and HGVs etc travel through. The
resulting pollution caused would be detrimental to local residents particularly
children. i understand that South Tyneside has recently declared a 'Climate
Emergency', how can you therefore directly add to that worsening and very serious
situation.
I would make the following further comments to you draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of houses proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles / children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes on average have two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + 462
additional vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on
nearby RG5 245 homes) H3.59 (588 homes) this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children,
circa 2,600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources it would place and
unprecedented demand on already over stretched education system. Significant
increase in pollution and traffic congestion. In addition to the increase risk of
flooding, no mitigation of flood risk and no provision of ongoing maintenance being
factored into the policy.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village – approx.
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thirty spaces, East Boldon – approx. twelve spaces. This will cause displacement of
parking around the local estates which already are congested if the proposed
development went ahead.
3. Traffic queue at East Boldon Metro Station are already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five – seven minutes With the additional housing and
vehicles this will significantly increase waiting times.
4. With the increase of traffic this will have a detrimental effect on residents both
the physical demand of daily commuting and the mental health caused by stress and
strain.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
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the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
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I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
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Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
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I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
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vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
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unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
I object to the number of houses forecast to be built in South Tyneside on the basis
that the calculations use base figures in computations in Section 5 that are
erroneous. Specifically:
Page 38 Policy H1. The Number of Homes needed to be built by 2036.
This should be 2550 homes to be built not 5425 from now (2019) to 2036.
Brownfield and mixed sites in The Plan shows that brownfield and mixed sites have
the capacity to build 2682 homes which is more than adequate to satisfy our needs.
THERE IS NO REQUIREMENT TO USE ANY GREEN BELT LAND FOR BUILDING IN
SOUTH TYNESIDE.
I would make the following further comments on your draft Local Plan.
1. If we look at for example H3.70 – no of homes proposed 231. What will be the
STRATEGIC effect on the number of vehicles/children on infrastructure? The
majority of homes have on average two children and two vehicles per household. If
we extend that to the proposals that will be an increase of 462 children + additional
vehicles in the area. Add in H3.2, H3.3 and the massive proposed build on nearby
RG5 (245 homes), H3.59 (588 homes), this adds 1,310 homes – c2600 children, c
2600 cars.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for this increased demand in the
forthcoming years? I would say with the reduction of resources, it would place an
unprecedented demand on an already over stretched education system. Pollution
and traffic congestion would be immense also.
2. Parking places are extremely limited for the local shops. Cleadon Village estimate
approx. thirty spaces, East Boldon estimate approx. twelve places. This would cause
displacement of parking around the local estates which already are congested if the
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proposed development went ahead.
3. Traffic queues at East Boldon metro station area already a problem due to the
barriers shutting every five-seven minutes which impact significantly on traffic
problems and congestion either side of the barriers increasing due to the number of
additional vehicles.
4. Community life will be non-existent to the villages and have a detrimental effect
on residents. This would manifest itself not just in the physically demand on daily
commute of travel with increased traffic but would impact on the mental health of
residents as well due to the stress and daily strain of additional 2,600 vehicles on
the structure.
5. Travel on metro at peak times is at a capacity already and further introduction of
population will have a seriously negative impact on travel.
I OBJECT STRENUOUSLY TO THIS PLAN.
In addition to the above I raise the following concerns in respect of any housing
development in the area. The proposed number of houses in the three areas
outlined total 477. The effect of these extra houses will have on the number of extra
vehicles and children on local infrastructures? The majority of homes have on
average two children and now two/three vehicles per household. If we extend that
to the proposals that will be an increase of 954 children + 954 additional vehicles in
the area at a conservative estimate. This is in addition to the other proposed houses
in the adjacent areas of Whitburn and Boldon.
This raises the following issues.
Can schools in the immediate vicinity cater for the increased demand in the
forthcoming years?
I would say with current spending restraints and the reduction of resources, it would
place an unprecented unsustainable demand on already over stretched education
system. Should the local schools pupil capacity be increased this would lead to
further parking problems within the village which are already significant due to
parking with the existing pupil levels.
The effects the additional vehicles will have upon local roads and pollution.
Cleadon village has three man thoroughfares namely Whitburn road and Boldon
Lane both intersect with Sunderland Road the main road between Sunderland South
Tyneside. The increased traffic congestion which would be caused at the junctions
of these roads would be significant.
Boldon Lane runs directly through the main shopping area of the village and past
the village school, the significant increase in traffic on this road would increase the
risk of road traffic collisions involving children from the local school there have
already been two such collisions with current levels of traffic.
The increased levels of traffic would also lead to a significant increase in air
pollution in a residential area and in close proximity to a school this surely cannot be
supported by South Tyneside Council when Government national policy is to reduce
carbon emissions, and other local authorities in the area are taking strenuous steps
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to address this issue.
Whitburn road intersects with the metro and rail lines at East Boldon metro station
which is already a problem due to the barriers shutting every five-seven minutes.
This impacts significantly on traffic problems and congestion either side of the
barriers. With length of queues on either side of the barriers increasing due to the
number of additional vehicles.
Boldon lane intersects with the same rail line at the tilesheds crossing which is
under review with proposals for larger barriers causing similar problems to those at
East Boldon. From the public meeting it was revealed by planners that there is a
proposed road bridge (plans for which planners stated have already been put out to
tender) and a metro station at Tilesheds. The justification for these changes was
that the proposed increase in housing both in Cleadon and Whitburn and adjacent
to Chuter Ede in Whiteleas and Boldon on New Road would create a need.
The creation of such a road bridge would substantially increase the levels of traffic
entering Cleadon village, with its subsequent increase in risks of road collisions and
increase in air pollution. This proposed flyover at Tilesheds Crosses a natural nature
reserve which will needs partial draining in order to build the construction. this will
no doubt affect the water table and cause flooding elsewhere in local marshy areas
in addition to this extra parking will be needed to accommodate the commuters.
This will destroy valuable wildlife habitats and quiet thoroughfares for walkers and
dog walkers and other explorers to improve their health and welfare.
Increasing the number of homes built as part of this development on a brown field
site would not only reduce the need to destroy Greenfield sites, but would also not
require the introduction of any changes to local infrastructure as the new transport
hub located in the town centre and existing road links with Tyne Dock and the A19
and Tyne tunnel have already been significantly upgraded.
Extra homes built in this area would also be within economic reach of most first
time buyers and would breathe new life into a derelict industrial wasteland and
providing a vibrant new community, which was the aim of the 365 project.
I strongly object to the proposed increase in housing in the Cleadon Village area as
outlined in the proposal for the reasons outlined above.
Public transport
The local Metro system is already operating at capacity at peak times a further
increase in local population can only have a significant negative effect. In addition to
this the proposed Metro station at tilesheds crossing would have a severely
detrimental effect on the already at capacity system.
Effects on the Greenbelt
The land which you propose to develop is currently classified as GREEN BELT and as
such any development is directly opposed to your previously published policy.
Please see your publication: "South Tyneside Green belt and Landscape Background
Paper" dated September 2012.
This document clearly states on Page 9, Section 4 - Paragraph 4.3
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"in conjunction with adjoining councils the local planning authority has defined and
will protect and enhance, a Green Belt which will:
a) Check the unrestricted sprawl of the built up area of South Tyneside;
b) Safeguard the Borough's from further encroachment;
c) Prevent the merging of South Tyneside with Sunderland, Washington and
Gateshead;
d) Preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery, West Boldon,
East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn; and
e) Assist in the regeneration of the urban area, by encouraging the recycling of land,
particularly along the riverside;
The Local Planning Authority will strictly maintain Green Belt boundaries as shown
on the Proposals Map".
Please also see page 11 paragraph 4.11 where it said "Ensuring that the Green Belt
continues to safeguard the countryside from encroachment and check the
unrestricted sprawl of Tyne & Wear".
The proposed developments would be directly opposed to your documents and the
good intentions which you have previously published.
Housing affordability
The proposal seeks to create affordable housing to meet the boroughs needs, the
building of houses within the Cleadon Village area will not address this issue as
current property prices in Cleadon would place any new builds beyond the reach of
most if not all first time buyers. There is a recent example of this in the Sandpiper
view development where the cheapest property was in excess of £200,000.
In my view the council should seek to increase the number of houses built in other
more affordable areas where building is already planned for example under the 365
regeneration plan at the middle docks site where housing is planned but is in the
form of low density development.
Paragraph 4.14 references that the 3 landscape character areas references within
the plan have been based on the South Tyneside Landscape Character Study (2012).
It is considered that the character areas and associated policies identified within the
plan should be supported by a more up to date evidence base.
Paragraph 4.17 states that "new developments in Boldon, Cleadon and adjoining the
Green Belt should seek to retain visual links to the wider landscape and enhance
connectivity to the rural area". It is again unclear what is envisaged in terms of
retaining visual links to the wider landscape and how it is sought for this to be
achieved. It is assumed this refers to unobstructed views to valuable parts of the
wider landscape. Enhanced connectivity to rural areas should be applied where
appropriate and considered on a case by case basis taking into account any land
ownership or technical constraints. Flexibility should therefore be included within
the supporting text.
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4.2 Policy S2 – Strategic Development Principles (Strategic Policy)
4.2.1 This policy outlines the overall approach the Council will take in examining
proposals within certain areas of the Borough (for example the main urban
area/villages and proposals in the Green Belt). Whilst the criteria are clear and
understood, the policy misses any reference to allocated sites. These need to be
included in the policy and made clear that by virtue of being allocated, the principle
of development is already established on these sites and so the key issues in
obtaining planning permission will be addressing the relevant development
management tests as well as site specific issues identified with each allocation.
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4.2.2 Without this guidance for allocated sites, the policy can be regarded as
unsound for not being effective or positively prepared.
25. Settlement classification, village vernacular and Green Belt buffer zones ignored
for none evidenced, over ambitious Employment land, jobs, and arbitrary housing
aspiration, as well as over ambitious economic aspiration.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity.
3.0 Distinctiveness of the village of East Boldon: The number of houses proposed in
the draft Local Plan will obliterate the distinctiveness of East Boldon Village.
Although the draft Local Plan suggests this will not be the case, it seems beyond
belief that such numbers would do anything other than transform the existing
settlement beyond recognition and destroy its unique identity.
Avant Homes generally supports the strategic aims of policy S2.

In relation to point b) of Policy S2, it is considered that specific reference to should
be made to the role of the Green Belt in providing outdoor sport and recreation
opportunities, in line with paragraph 141 of the NPPF.
Suggested Addition to part b) of Policy S2 “We will support proposals that provide
opportunities for outdoor sport and recreation”

ST0323

Gilbert
Johnston

resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S02

Objection

Policy: S2 Strategic Development Principles
Policy S2 is not sustainable as it does not adapt to or mitigate the impacts of Climate
Change in South Tyneside. Policy S2 needs to deliver a framework to deliver the
commitment made when South Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on
July 18th 2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. To ensure the
following points are addressed:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon
neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy role to
influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that promotes
carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action
plan for the next five years.
Policy S2 does not address the balance between development and protecting the
environment as outlined in their recently declared climate emergency plan. Building
on Green Belt and increasing traffic to residential areas will cause an increase in
carbons, so South Tyneside cannot be carbon neutral by 2030 if this Plan is adopted.
STC states they intend “Leading by example by establishing STC as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough”. STC need to set an example of favouring
brownfield over Green Belt sites to achieve this objective.
Where is the “comprehensive Climate Change Strategy”?
Removing green infrastructure will not achieve Climate Change targets set by STC.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
Policy S2 does not indicate how the proposed new development will retain existing
landscape features including trees, plants, streams and water courses, and how

these will be enhanced to create 'green corridors' linking the development to the
adjoining countryside in sites which are proposed to be deallocated from the Green
Belt. Therefore cannot be justified.
Policy S2 not specify how landscape and open space proposals within any of the
proposed development will be designed or create such a series of interconnected
spaces which, where possible, allow pedestrians, including those with mobility
impairments and parents with children in prams or buggies, and cyclists the facility
to move around within a safe and attractive environment, leaving too many
unanswered questions. Therefore Policy S2 is not sound.
Policy S2 does not state how the development of the proposed Green Belt sites will
achieve the objectives set out in Paragraphs 4.12 and 4.14 which state that new
development can offer opportunities to enhance landscape character, green
infrastructure and biodiversity networks; and positively contribute to the character
of the area. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified.
Policy S2 is not sound or deliverable as it does not address the conflict between the
need for development and protecting the environment. The environment has been
sacrificed at the expense of inflated population figures driving the need for
development. I understand housebuilding targets set by councils are based on Office
of National Statistics (ONS) population projections which are based on 2014 figures
rather than 2016 figures to favour developers and development. These over inflated
government figures make it impossible to reduce the amount of protected green
belt allocated to housing through the use of old population growth figures, which
are higher than the most recent projections. The will result in the total destruction
of the Green Belt in South Tyneside, reducing it to an urban sprawl.
Policy S2 favours developers as house builders prefer to build on open land because
they consider it quicker, cheaper and easier than previously-used brownfield sites.
This is evident in the 18 Green Belt sites proposed for development as opposed to
29 brownfield sites. Building on Green Belt land will not mitigate impact of climate
change. Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019)
makes clear that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning
objective. The NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning
policy, which local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
Policy S2 is not sustainable as replacing cycle track with rail track will not help
sustainable travel. Bringing more cars into already congested residential areas will
have negative impact on air quality, particularly on A184 and New Road. According
to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
Policy S2 does not conserve or enhance biodiversity as there are 80 allocated sites
for development. Eighteen of these sites are Green Belt which is 23% of the total
allocation. Twentynine are brownfield sites which is 36% of the sites allocated. The
rest is much needed agricultural land, 33 allocated sites are green field which is 41%
of land proposed for housing development. So 64% of the allocated sites will be
built on green areas. Building on green areas will not protect, conserve or enhance

biodiversity. In fact as much of the Green Belt in South Tyneside is connected,
building on one site will have a negative impact on other sites. Wildlife corridors will
be destroyed should some of the allocated sites be developed. Additional and
higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon the environment and
health of the community. South Tyneside has recently declared a ‘Climate
emergency’ and higher pollution levels will impact further upon the environment.
Policy S2 does not protect sensitive landscapes as many of the chosen locations
have site specific flood risks, others are not sustainable. This is indicated in
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDs) used at some sites to mitigate flood
risk. Building on most of these sites will increase rather than mitigate flood risk even
with use of SUDs, particularly in light of IAMP, built on Green Belt land, and the
building of a flyover at Testos. There is a lot of concrete used at both sites which
does not absorb water. So this raises concerns about building at both ends of the
River Don corridor as most of the surface water will be channelled into it, meaning
more water which equals higher risk of flooding.
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt in accordance with National Planning
Policy (NPPF). Past attempts to develop allocated sites in this plan have been
rejected for the following reasons:
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998) stated:
“‘In any consideration of the extent of the Green Belt, regard must be had to its
narrowness and fragmented and vulnerable nature. Rather than the ‘several miles
wide of PPG2, the South Tyneside Green Belt is rarely more than 1 mile wide. Thus if
a Green Belt is to be maintained, the opportunities for any change are limited and
require particularly careful consideration – a relatively minor change could destroy
or seriously damage the effectiveness of the Green Belt in many areas.”
In relation to Tilesheds where roads needed for H3.1, (mentions level crossing
closure scheme and transport assessment focus on Benton Road, Galsworthy Road,
Boldon Lane, new Road and Boldon Level crossing) H3.12,H3.59, the inspector
noted:
‘I would comment however, that this site is clearly one of those which must come
into consideration if changes to the Green Belt have to be made to accommodate
further housing development. It is well related to the settlement and associated
services. However, development in this area would reduce the gap, in terms of
distance, between Boldon and South Shields still further and would increase
pressure on the remainder. If the gap were to be reduced here then it would
become more difficult to reduce pressure to eliminate it completely between
Newton Garths and Shields Road, thereby merging Boldon and Cleadon with South
Shields. “
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt as the fundamental aim of Green Belt
policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; the essential
characteristics of Green Belts are their openness and their permanence.
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
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West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages. In fact it serves to detract
from the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, particularly
East Boldon which will not be classed as a village should this plan be accepted in its
present form. One of the two main aims of the South Tyneside Green Belt and the
Tyne & Wear Green Belt is to maintain the separate character of the settlements
which lie between, i.e. Boldon Colliery, West and East Boldon, Cleadon and
Whitburn. Given the scale of the development envisaged throughout the Boldons
and Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of our villages, the sensitivity
associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the Climate Change
Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside Council, the section
falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively and in a way which sets
out what is expressly required in order to address these important aspects.
Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified
Policy S2 does nothing to protect or enhance South Tyneside’s Green infrastructure.
Woodland and hedges will be removed in favour of development which will take
many years to grow back elsewhere. It can take 40 to 50 years for a tree to mature.
South Tyneside has a policy of cutting back hedgerow to height of 1.4 meters which
limits its environmental benefits.
Policy S2 does not encourage equal opportunities or promote good relations
between diverse communities as more could be done to redevelop derelict and run
down areas in South Shields town centre which will help to build strong
communities Policy S2 focuses on building new houses at the expense of necessary
redevelopment and providing much needed social housing within South Shields.
Policy S2 does not increase opportunities for education. This is because a lot of the
proposed development is around Boldon and Whiteleas area, yet South Shields
School is scheduled to close in July 2020. Students from South Shields School are
moving to Boldon Comprehensive. How can reducing school places in an area with a
growing population improve education? Closing a school does not reflect a need for
development in this area, it suggests population is declining not growing,
particularly when these students can be accommodated in nearby Boldon
Comprehensive. This suggests falling numbers of school age children not a growing
population suggested by this Plan. So facts are in direct conflict with policies set out
in this plan.P1388
There will be a distinct loss of village identity.
Greenbelt provides a range of wildlife habitat. Greenbelt cannot be replaced or
mitigated against.
The current village congestion is already an issue and as a result of the volume of
proposed development would have significant impact on access to key services.
Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon the
environment and health of the community. South Tyneside has recently declared a
‘Climate emergency’ and higher pollution levels will impact further upon the
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environment. Loss of recreational services and open space will have a detrimental
impact upon the mental health and well-being of the community.
• A distinct loss of character and identity for Boldon with a blurring of boundaries
between neighbouring towns and villages. For example a loss of boundary between
Boldon and South Shields near the site H3.59. This is referred to in the supporting
documentation (Green Belt Review Stage 3) as it states: ‘development in this area
would reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between Boldon and South Shields still
further and would increase pressure on the remainder’ (3.79)
c)ii
Where relevant, unless there are very special circumstances, appropriate new
development will only be granted where it is demonstrated that it will preserve the
openness of the Greenbelt and is consistent with policies S6,S7 AND S8.
Policy S2 a)V.
The character of the area should be enhanced through the protection of existing
areas of open space, hedgerows and Trees and where possible enhanced through
additional planting and landscaping.
Vii. Settlement boundaries should contribute positively to the setting of the urban
area and the countryside and reinforce Green Belt boundaries.
STTAG agree with these points but the reality of what we see happening is
completely different.
Plans are already in for certain sites on this proposed Local Plan. Every plan I have
seen has established trees present that will be felled for houses. Why aren’t
developers and planners following and adhering to the NPPF and proposed Local
Plan?
Green Belt cannot be replaced or mitigated against. Exceptional circumstances have
not been proven in South Tyneside Councils Draft Local Plan
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages. In fact it serves to detract
from the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, which will not
be classed as villages should this plan be accepted in its present form.
Rather in the unchecked urban sprawl proposed in this Plan, they will begin to
merge into one huge urban area. Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt in
accordance with National Planning Policy (NPPF). Given the scale of the
development envisaged throughout the Boldons and Cleadon, the issues concerning
distinctiveness of our villages, the sensitivity associated with developing existing
Green Belt land, and the Climate Change Emergency declared by the Government
and South Tyneside Council, the section falls short of dealing with design principles
comprehensively and in a way which sets out what is expressly required in order to
address these important aspects. Therefore, Policy S2 cannot be justified.
The spacial development principles Section S2 is very positive and totally contradicts
the development of Green Field sites into housing estates.
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I note especially - S2 a) 7 settlement boundaries should contribute positively to the
setting of the urban area and the countryside and reinforce Green Belt boundaries.
This fits the Charlie Hurley Field which is a Green Belt boundary put there over fifty
years ago after the present housing estate had been built. I feel it was to keep the
scenic views to Cleadon Hills open and stop the development of any further housing
estates along Cleadon Lane.
Section b) 4 proposals should ensure landmark features and their wider settings are
protected. I agree with this. So why develop a block of land on the Green Belt
designed to keep the scenic views to Cleadon Hills open and act as a boundary to
further development along Cleadon Lane.
Part A bullet point vi of Policy SP2 states that where appropriate development
should enhance visual and physical links to the Foreshore, Green Belt and Coastal
Areas. The supporting text continues to drive this point however it does not provide
any clarification of how this is sought to be achieved or what is necessarily meant in
this respect. Furth clarification should be provided as link between the policy and
supporting text.
Part A bullet point vii makes reference to settlement boundaries however the
policies map does not define settlement boundaries. In the context of South
Tyneside settlement boundaries are defined by Green Belt boundaries, the coastal
edge or neighbouring authorities however if reference is to be made to settlement
boundaries and the purpose of such boundaries, then these should be defined on
the policies map for clarity.
The policy as a whole continues to make reference to the retention of trees and
hedgerows. In accordance with other policies contained within the plan, this policy
should recognise that trees and hedgerows should be retained where appropriate,
with regards to the context of the site and the quality of the existing landscape.
Part C bullet point V states that "development proposals close to the coastal area
whould be carefully considered in terms of scale and potential effects on coastal
views". This policy does not make it clear where the thresehold lies in terms of
where this policy will and will not apply. Furthermore it should be acknowledged
that views are not a material consideration in the determination of an application
and this policy seeks to protect views to the coastal area.Policies set within a plan
should be made in respect of protecting residential amenity and not protecting
individual's view whilst acknowledging Building for Life 12 Criteria.
Whilst our client generally supports the principles of draft Policy S2, they that
consider parts (a)(v) and (b)(iii), which require that the existing areas of open space,
hedgerows and trees are protected / retained, is overly onerous and inflexible. This
is because there could be occasions where it is preferable to replace existing
hedgerows and trees rather than protect them, particularly if they are of low value
or are dead, dying or diseased.
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Our client therefore respectfully seeks for the following changes to be made to
these policies:
Policy S2(a)(v):
“The character of the area should, where appropriate, be enhanced through the
protection of existing areas of open space, hedgerows and trees and where possible
enhanced through additional planting and green landscaping.”
Whilst our client generally supports the principles of draft Policy S2, they that
consider parts (a)(v) and (b)(iii), which require that the existing areas of open space,
hedgerows and trees are protected / retained, is overly onerous and inflexible. This
is because there could be occasions where it is preferable to replace existing
hedgerows and trees rather than protect them, particularly if they are of low value
or are dead, dying or diseased.
Our client therefore respectfully seeks for the following changes to be made to
these policies:
Policy S2(b)(iii):
“Proposals should create a sustainable and attractive landscape through the
retention of existing trees, where possible and appropriate, and supporting
enhancement through woodland planting and hedgerow restoration.”
POLICY S2 STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT PRINCIPLES
OBJECT
Policy S2 does not address the balance between development and protecting the
environment. In allowing for unbalanced proportions of development in Green Belt
areas, in Policy S1, the environment has been sacrificed at the expense of easily
achieved and economically viable development sites. The review and interpretation
of the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ for inappropriate development on the
Green Belt has been sought by the number of houses required in South Tyneside
being based on a ‘set in concrete’ use of higher ONS figures for 2016 instead of the
lower 2014 figures which were originally intended to be used. It seems that all other
rules and regulations can be relaxed (such as use of all brownfield sites, or even
ignored, such as development of affordable housing), but predicted figures cannot
be changed. This gives unrealistic pressure to release even more Green Belt sites in
the future.
There is no mitigation which can recompense for loss of Green Belt. The harm is
done when it is deallocated and developed. You cannot replace it. Any loss of the
green infrastructure, the wildlife corridors, the ecosystems and very rare and special
features the Green Belt supports are lost when Green Belt is lost. This character
cannot be replicated or enhanced and no amount of landscaping in developments
will give back what has been lost.
There is also the question of how these landscaped areas will be maintained. The
natural environment can mainly take care of itself. It thrives best when it is left to
do this. Urbanised landscaping has to be regularly maintained. How will any
landscaping schemes be maintained after developers have left the site? Can the

council afford to maintain these sites?
The increased traffic and congestion in the newly urbanised areas of the Green Belt,
and the pollution this will cause will also impact on the sensitive areas of the green
spaces and particularly on the many protected sites of nature and biodiversity in
Cleadon.
This policy states that “developments in Boldon, Cleadon and adjoining the Green
Belt should seek to retain visual links to the wider landscape and enhance
connectivity to the rural area”. Are these not the same measures of openness which
were not considered important enough to retain when establishing ‘exceptional
circumstances’ for inappropriate development on the Green Belt? And yet once
developed it is important to have these views and connection with the rural aspect.
It is also a good marketing tool and another example of the imbalance of economic
objectives, and underlying viability, outweighing the social and, particularly in this
policy, environmental objectives at the heart of sustainability.
Having to have screening, or buffers to reduce the impact of development is
contrary to the above requirement to retain visual links. If development requires
screening to reduce its impact then it could not have had ‘exceptional
circumstances’ for being built on Green Belt land. Buffers will not be strong and
attractive. They will look like they are trying to hide development which should not
be there. At site H3.70 use of buffers along Sunderland Road and Moor lane will
cause an eyesore at the entrance to the built up area of Cleadon. Presently
settlement here is unobtrusive and gently introduced when travelling towards the
village centre. Any development here, unless it is very low
density bungalows, will spoil the overall impression of the character of the village.
Again, this should be determined before Green Belt release, otherwise this will be
done in vain. Left as it is would be the most sustainable and perfect solution
There is no point in planting hedgerows in South Tyneside. Presently the Borough
has a policy whereby all shrubbery and hedges, including Ancient Hedgerow, is
maintained at a height of 1.4 metres, (or in special cases up to 1.6 metres). Why is
the same council now encouraging that these should be planted? There will be no
gains from hedgerow or trees maintained at this low level.
This lack of knowledge about other departments actions in the same Local
Authority, also suggests that this policy has not been positively prepared and the
landscaping requirements of the Plan will not be maintained or even applied once
approval for sites is given. This casts doubt on the overall soundness of the Plan
By allowing development, Policy S2 also does not protect these sensitive landscapes
from the increased risk of surface water flooding caused by development. Newly
created or increased flooding on unmanaged areas outside of the development may
cause damage to the specific requirements of ecosystems when some elements
cannot cope with damage caused by flooding. This could create much larger
problems across the area and whole ecosystems could collapse. These potential
environmental disasters should be assessed before any Green Belt land is de-
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allocated. Mitigation will be ineffective and too late.
Unless the objectives of this policy are applied and assessed before deallocation of
sites from the Green Belt the policy cannot be sound.
Whilst we strongly support the intention of S2 which seeks to maintain and enhance
the special and distinct character of South Tyneside’s built and natural environment,
we consider the strategy could be strengthened; particularly in relation to the
protection of important landscapes including the protection of key views which are
an important feature particularly along the undeveloped coast.
We note that the supporting text to S1 emphasises that South Tyneside has some of
the most attractive and unspoilt countryside in Tyne and Wear. This high quality
environment is one of the Borough’s greatest assets and makes a significant
contribution to South Tyneside’s distinctive character. We agree, but then find it
surprising that the wording of Policy S2 criterion Cv. States that proposals close to
the coastal area are only required that they should ‘be carefully considered’ in
terms of scale and ‘potential effects on coastal views’
The Council is proposing under Policy NE5 to introduce a new Area of High
Landscape Value along the coast, which we strongly support, but there needs to be
consistency across the strategic policies. In order to reinforce the importance of this
designation the weight at a strategic level should be strengthened. We recommend
Criteria Cv. Is amended to state;
‘Development should protect, conserve or enhance important coastal views’.
Whilst our client generally supports the principles of draft Policy S2, they that
consider parts (a)(v) and (b)(iii), which require that the existing areas of open space,
hedgerows and trees are protected / retained, is overly onerous and inflexible. This
is because there could be occasions where it is preferable to replace existing
hedgerows and trees rather than protect them, particularly if they are of low value
or are dead, dying or diseased.
Our client therefore respectfully seeks for the following changes to be made to
these policies:
Policy S2(a)(v):
“The character of the area should, where appropriate, be enhanced through the
protection of existing areas of open space, hedgerows and trees and where possible
enhanced through additional planting and green landscaping.”
Whilst our client generally supports the principles of draft Policy S2, they that
consider parts (a)(v) and (b)(iii), which require that the existing areas of open space,
hedgerows and trees are protected / retained, is overly onerous and inflexible. This
is because there could be occasions where it is preferable to replace existing
hedgerows and trees rather than protect them, particularly if they are of low value
or are dead, dying or diseased.
Our client therefore respectfully seeks for the following changes to be made to
these policies:
Policy S2(b)(iii):
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“Proposals should create a sustainable and attractive landscape through the
retention of existing trees, where possible and appropriate, and supporting
enhancement through woodland planting and hedgerow restoration.”
Whilst our client generally supports the principles of draft Policy S2, they consider
parts (a)(v) and (b)(iii), which require that existing areas of open space, hedgerows
and trees are protected / retained, is overly onerous and inflexible. This is because
there could be occasions where it is preferable to replace existing hedgerows and
trees rather than protect them, particularly if they are of low value or are dead,
dying or diseased.
Our client therefore respectfully seeks the following changes to be made to these
policies:
Policy S2(a)(v):
“The character of the area should, where appropriate, be enhanced through the
protection of existing areas of open space, hedgerows and trees and where possible
enhanced through additional planting and green landscaping.”
Whilst our client generally supports the principles of draft Policy S2, they consider
parts (a)(v) and (b)(iii), which require that existing areas of open space, hedgerows
and trees are protected / retained, is overly onerous and inflexible. This is because
there could be occasions where it is preferable to replace existing hedgerows and
trees rather than protect them, particularly if they are of low value or are dead,
dying or diseased.
Our client therefore respectfully seeks the following changes to be made to these
policies:
Policy S2(b)(iii):
“Proposals should create a sustainable and attractive landscape through the
retention of existing trees, where possible and appropriate, and supporting
enhancement through woodland planting and hedgerow restoration.”
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages; In fact it serves to detract
from the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, which will not
be classed as villages should this plan be accepted in its present form. Rather in the
unchecked urban sprawl proposed in this Plan, hey will begin to merge into one
huge urban area. Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt in accordance with
National Planning Policy (NPPF). Given the scale of the development envisaged
throughout the Boldons and Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of our
villages, the sensitivity associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the
Climate Change Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside
Council, the section falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively
and in a way which sets out what is expressly required in order to address these
important aspects. Therefore, Policy S2 cannot be justified.
CPRE welcomes the policy approach to securing beneficial use of the Green Belt.
However:
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Policy S2 is not sustainable as it does not adapt to or mitigate the impacts of Climate
Change in South Tyneside. Policy S2 needs to deliver a framework to deliver the
commitment made when South Tyneside Council (STC) declared a ‘climate
emergency’ on 18th July 2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. To
ensure the following points are addressed:
-Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to inﬂuence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the Leader and Chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next ﬁve years.
Policy S2 ddresses the balance between development and protecting the
environment as outlined in their recently declared climate emergency plan, but
building on Green Belt and increasing trafﬁc to residential areas will cause an
increase in carbons, so South Tyneside cannot be carbon neutral by 2030 if this Plan
is adopted. STC states they intend “Leading by example by establishing STC as a
champion for a carbon neutral future for the borough”. STC need to set an example
of favouring brownﬁeld over Green Belt sites to achieve this objective. Where is the
“comprehensive Climate Change Strategy”? Removing green infrastructure will not
achieve Climate Change targets set by STC.
Policy S2 does not indicate how the proposed new development will retain existing
landscape features including trees, plants, streams and water courses, and how
these will be enhanced to create 'green corridors' linking the development to the
adjoining countryside in sites which are proposed to be deallocated from the Green
Belt. Therefore, it cannot be justiﬁed. Policy S2 does not specify how landscape and
open space proposals within any of the proposed development will be designed or
create such a series of interconnected spaces which, where possible, allow
pedestrians, including those with mobility impairments and parents with children in
prams or buggies, and cyclists the facility to move around within a safe and
attractive environment, leaving too many unanswered questions. Therefore, Policy
S2 is not sound. Policy S2 does not state how the development of the proposed
Green Belt sites will achieve the objectives set out in Paragraphs 4.12 and 4.14
which state that new development can offer opportunities to enhance landscape

character, green infrastructure and biodiversity networks; and positively contribute
to the character of the area. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justiﬁed.
Policy S2 is not sound or deliverable as it does not address the conflict between the
need for development and protecting the environment. The environment has been
sacrificed at the expense of inflated population figures driving the need for
development. CPRE understands housebuilding targets set by councils are based on
Office of National Statistics (ONS) population projections which are based on 2014
figures rather than 2016 figures to favour developers and development. These over
inflated, Government imposed, figures make it impossible to reduce the amount of
protected Green Belt allocated to housing through the use of old population growth
figures, which are higher than the most recent projections. This will result in the
destruction of Green Belt in South Tyneside, reducing it to an urban sprawl. Policy
S2 favours developers as housebuilders prefer to build on open land because they
consider it quicker, cheaper and easier than previously-used brownfield sites. This is
evident in the 18 Green Belt sites proposed for development. Building on Green
Belt will not mitigate impact of climate change. Replacing cycle track with rail track
will not help sustainable travel. Bringing more cars into already congested
residential areas will have negative impact on air quality, particularly on A184 and
New Road. Policy S2 does not conserve or enhance biodiversity as out of 80
allocated sites:
18 are Green Belt sites proposed for development which is 23%.
29 are Brownfield 36%.
the rest is much needed agricultural land, 33 which is 41%.
So 64% of the allocated sites will be built on green areas. Building on green areas
will not protect, conserve or enhance biodiversity. In addition as much of the Green
Belt in South Tyneside is connected, building on one site will have negative impact
on other sites Green Belt sites. Wildlife corridors will be destroyed should some of
the allocated sites be developed. Additional and higher levels of pollution will have
a direct impact upon the environment and health of the community. South
Tyneside has recently declared a ‘Climate emergency’ and higher pollution levels
will impact further upon the environment.
Policy S2 does not protect sensitive landscapes as many of the chosen locations
have site specific flood risks, and others are not sustainable, this is indicated in
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDs) use at some sites to mitigate flood risk.
Building on most of these sites will increase rather than mitigate flood risk even with
use of SUDs, particularly in light of the IAMP, built on Green Belt land and the
building of flyover at Testos. There is a lot of concrete used at both sites which does
not absorb water. So this raises concerns about building at both ends of River Don
corridor as most of surface water will be channelled into it, meaning more water
which equals higher risk of flooding.
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt in accordance with National Planning
Policy (NPPF) Past attempts to develop allocated sites in this plan have been

rejected for the following reasons: UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors
Report Summary (1998) stated:
“‘In any consideration of the extent of the Green Belt, regard must be had to its
narrowness and fragmented and vulnerable nature. Rather than the ‘several miles
wide of PPG2, the South Tyneside Green Belt is rarely more than 1 mile wide. Thus
if a Green Belt is to be maintained, the opportunities for any change are limited and
require particularly careful consideration – a relatively minor change could destroy
or seriously damage the effectiveness of the Green Belt in many areas.”
In relation to Tilesheds where roads needed for H3.1, (mentions level crossing
closure scheme and transport assessment focus on Benton Road, Galsworthy Road,
Boldon Lane, New Road and Boldon Level crossing) H3.12,H3.59, the Inspector
noted: ‘I would comment however, that this site is clearly one of those which must
come into consideration if changes to the Green Belt have to be made to
accommodate further housing development. It is well related to the settlement and
associated services. However, development in this area would reduce the gap, in
terms of distance, between Boldon and South Shields still further and would
increase pressure on the remainder. If the gap were to be reduced here then it
would become more difficult to reduce pressure to eliminate it completely between
Newton Garths and Shields Road, thereby merging Boldon and Cleadon with South
Shields. “ Nately Avenue H3.61
6.21 This site was proposed for housing development which would constitute
infilling the area between the existing housing development and the cricket club.
Objectors to the UDP also argued that the Green Belt boundary was drawn too
tightly around the existing urban area. 6.22 The Inspector concluded that the site is
beyond the built up limit of East Boldon and that the cricket club and associated
buildings are appropriate structures which coincide with the purpose of the Green
Belt. It is feared that development on this site would set an ‘unfortunate
precedent’. Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt as the fundamental aim of
Green Belt policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; the
essential characteristics of Green Belts are their openness and their permanence.
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages. It serves to detract from
the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, particularly East
Boldon which will not be classed as a village should this plan be accepted in its
present form. Given the scale of the development envisaged throughout the
Boldons and Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of the villages, the
sensitivity associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the Climate
Change Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside Council, this
section falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively and in a way
which sets out what is expressly required in order to address these important
aspects. Therefore policy S2 cannot be justiﬁed.
Policy S2 does nothing to protect or enhance South Tyneside’s Green infrastructure,

woodland and hedges will be removed in favour of development which will take
many years to grow back elsewhere. It can take 40 to 50 years for a tree to mature.
South Tyneside has a policy of cutting back hedgerow to height of 1.4 meters which
limits its environmental benefits.
Policy S2 does not encourage equal opportunities or promote good relations
between diverse communities as more could be done to redevelop derelict and run
down areas in South Shields town centre which will help to build strong
communities. Policy S2 focuses on building new houses at the expense of necessary
redevelopment and providing much needed social housing within South Shields.
Policy S2 does not increase opportunities for education. This is because a lot of the
proposed development is around Boldon and Whiteleas area, yet South Shields
School is scheduled to close in July 2020. Students from South Shields School are
moving to Boldon Comprehensive. How can reducing school places in an area with a
growing population improve education? Closing a school does not reflect a need for
development in this area, this suggests population is declining not growing,
particularly when these students can be accommodated in nearby Boldon
Comprehensive. This suggests falling numbers of school age children, not a growing
population as suggested by this Plan. Facts are in direct conflict with policies set out
in this plan.
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Policy: S2 Strategic Development Principles
Policy S2 is not sustainable as it does not adapt to or mitigate the impacts of Climate
Change in South Tyneside. Policy S2 needs to deliver a framework to deliver the
commitment made when South Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on
July 18th 2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. To ensure the
following points are addressed:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to
influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that promotes
carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action
plan for the next five years.
Policy S2 does not address the balance between development and protecting the

environment as outlined in their recently declared climate emergency plan. Building
on Green Belt and increasing traffic to residential areas will cause an increase in
carbons, so South Tyneside cannot be carbon neutral by 2030 if this Plan is adopted.
STC states they intend “Leading by example by establishing STC as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough”. STC need to set an example of favouring
brownfield over Green Belt sites to achieve this objective.
Where is the “comprehensive Climate Change Strategy”?
Removing green infrastructure will not achieve Climate Change targets set by STC.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans. The State of
Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970 states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S2 does not indicate how the proposed new development will retain existing
landscape features including trees, plants, streams and water courses, and how
these will be enhanced to create 'green corridors' linking the development to the
adjoining countryside in sites which are proposed to be deallocated from the Green
Belt. Therefore cannot be justified.
Policy S2 not specify how landscape and open space proposals within any of the
proposed development will be designed or create such a series of interconnected

spaces which, where possible, allow pedestrians, including those with mobility
impairments and parents with children in prams or buggies, and cyclists the facility
to move around within a safe and attractive environment, leaving too many
unanswered questions. Therefore Policy S2 is not sound.
Policy S2 does not state how the development of the proposed Green Belt sites will
achieve the objectives set out in Paragraphs 4.12 and 4.14 which state that new
development can offer opportunities to enhance landscape character, green
infrastructure and biodiversity networks; and positively contribute to the character
of the area. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified.
Policy S2 is not sound or deliverable as it does not address the conflict between the
need for development and protecting the environment. The environment has been
sacrificed at the expense of inflated population figures driving the need for
development. I understand housebuilding targets set by councils are based on Office
of National Statistics (ONS) population projections which are based on 2014 figures
rather than 2016 figures to favour developers and development. These over inflated
government figures make it impossible to reduce the amount of protected green
belt allocated to housing through the use of old population growth figures, which
are higher than the most recent projections. The will result in the total destruction
of the Green Belt in South Tyneside, reducing it to an urban sprawl.
Policy S2 favours developers as house builders prefer to build on open land because
they consider it quicker, cheaper and easier than previously-used brownfield sites.
This is evident in the 18 Green Belt sites proposed for development as opposed to
29 brownfield sites. Building on Green Belt land will not mitigate impact of climate
change. Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019)
makes clear that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning
objective. The NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning
policy, which local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
Policy S2 is not sustainable as replacing cycle track with rail track will not help
sustainable travel. Bringing more cars into already congested residential areas will
have negative impact on air quality, particularly on A184 and New Road. According
to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
Policy S2 does not conserve or enhance biodiversity as there are 80 allocated sites
for development. Eighteen of these sites are Green Belt which is 23% of the total
allocation. Twenty nine are brownfield sites which is 36% of the sites allocated. The
rest is much needed agricultural land, 33 allocated sites are green field which is 41%
of land proposed for housing development. So 64% of the allocated sites will be
built on green areas. Building on green areas will not protect, conserve or enhance
biodiversity. In fact as much of the Green Belt in South Tyneside is connected,
building on one site will have a negative impact on other sites. Wildlife corridors will
be destroyed should some of the allocated sites be developed. Additional and
higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon the environment and health
of the community. South Tyneside has recently declared a ‘Climate emergency’ and

higher pollution levels will impact further upon the environment.
Policy S2 does not protect sensitive landscapes as many of the chosen locations
have site specific flood risks, others are not sustainable. This is indicated in
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDs) used at some sites to mitigate flood
risk. Building on most of these sites will increase rather than mitigate flood risk even
with use of SUDs, particularly in light of IAMP, built on Green Belt land, and the
building of a flyover at Testos. There is a lot of concrete used at both sites which
does not absorb water. So this raises concerns about building at both ends of the
River Don corridor as most of the surface water will be channelled into it, meaning
more water which equals higher risk of flooding.
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt in accordance with National Planning
Policy (NPPF). Past attempts to develop allocated sites in this plan have been
rejected for the following reasons:
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998) stated:
“‘In any consideration of the extent of the Green Belt, regard must be had to its
narrowness and fragmented and vulnerable nature. Rather than the ‘several miles
wide of PPG2, the South Tyneside Green Belt is rarely more than 1 mile wide. Thus if
a Green Belt is to be maintained, the opportunities for any change are limited and
require particularly careful consideration – a relatively minor change could destroy
or seriously damage the effectiveness of the Green Belt in many areas.”
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt as the fundamental aim of Green Belt
policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; the essential
characteristics of Green Belts are their openness and their permanence.
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages. In fact it serves to detract
from the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, particularly
East Boldon which will not be classed as a village should this plan be accepted in its
present form. One of the two main aims of the South Tyneside Green Belt and the
Tyne & Wear Green Belt is to maintain the separate character of the settlements
which lie between, i.e. Boldon Colliery, West and East Boldon, Cleadon and
Whitburn. Given the scale of the development envisaged throughout the Boldons
and Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of our villages, the sensitivity
associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the Climate Change
Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside Council, the section
falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively and in a way which sets
out what is expressly required in order to address these important aspects.
Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified.
Policy S2 does nothing to protect or enhance South Tyneside’s Green infrastructure.
Woodland and hedges will be removed in favour of development which will take
many years to grow back elsewhere. It can take 40 to 50 years for a tree to mature.
South Tyneside has a policy of cutting back hedgerow to height of 1.4 meters which
limits its environmental benefits.
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Policy S2 does not encourage equal opportunities or promote good relations
between diverse communities as more could be done to redevelop derelict and run
down areas in South Shields town centre which will help to build strong
communities Policy S2 focuses on building new houses at the expense of necessary
redevelopment and providing much needed social housing within South Shields.
Policy S2 does not increase opportunities for education. This is because a lot of the
proposed development is around Boldon and Whiteleas area, yet South Shields
School is scheduled to close in July 2020. Students from South Shields School are
moving to Boldon Comprehensive. How can reducing school places in an area with a
growing population improve education? Closing a school does not reflect a need for
development in this area, it suggests population is declining not growing,
particularly when these students can be accommodated in nearby Boldon
Comprehensive. This suggests falling numbers of school age children not a growing
population suggested by this Plan. So facts are in direct conflict with policies set out
in this plan.
Your Assessment Summary states that “through mitigation provided through Local
Plan policies it is considered that development of this site would have a largely
positive effect against the sustainability objectives”. The mitigation is not specified,
or quantified and is just an aspiration and this means the plan is not sound.
Policy S2 is not sustainable as it does not adapt to or mitigate the impacts of Climate
Change in South Tyneside. Policy S2 needs to deliver a framework to deliver the
commitment made when South Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on
July 18th 2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. To ensure the
following points are addressed:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.
Policy S2 does address the balance between development and protecting the
environment as outlined in their recently declared climate emergency plan. Building
on Green Belt and increasing traffic to residential areas will cause an increase in
carbons, so South Tyneside cannot be carbon neutral by 2030 if this Plan is adopted.
STC states they intend “Leading by example by establishing STC as a champion for a

carbon neutral future for the borough”. STC need to set an example of favouring
brownfield over Green Belt sites to achieve this objective. Where is the
“comprehensive Climate Change Strategy”? Removing green infrastructure will not
achieve Climate Change targets set by STC.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S2 does not indicate how the proposed new development will retain existing
landscape features including trees, plants, streams and water courses, and how
these will be enhanced to create 'green corridors' linking the development to the
adjoining countryside in sites which are proposed to be deallocated from the Green
Belt. Therefore cannot be justified.
Policy S2 not specify how landscape and open space proposals within any of the
proposed development will be designed or create such a series of interconnected
spaces which, where possible, allow pedestrians, including those with mobility
impairments and parents with children in prams or buggies, and cyclists the facility
to move around within a safe and attractive environment, leaving too many
unanswered questions. Therefore Policy S2 is not sound.
Policy S2 does not state how the development of the proposed Green Belt sites will
achieve the objectives set out in Paragraphs 4.12 and 4.14 which state that new
development can offer opportunities to enhance landscape character, green

infrastructure and biodiversity networks; and positively contribute to the character
of the area. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified.
Policy S2 is not sound or deliverable as it does not address the conflict between the
need for development and protecting the environment. The environment has been
sacrificed at the expense of inflated population figures driving the need for
development. I understand house building targets set by councils are based on
Office of National Statistics (ONS) population projections which are based on 2014
figures rather than 2016 figures to favour developers and development. These over
inflated government figures make it impossible to reduce the amount of protected
green belt allocated to housing through the use of old population growth figures,
which are higher than the most recent projections. The will result in the total
destruction of the Green Belt in South Tyneside, reducing it to an urban sprawl.
Policy S2 favours developers, as house builders prefer to build on open land because
they consider it quicker, cheaper and easier than previously-used brownfield sites.
This is evident in the 18 Green Belt sites proposed for development and 29 are
Brownfield
Building on Green Belt will not mitigate impact of climate change. Replacing cycle
track with rail track will not help sustainable travel. Bringing more cars into already
congested residential areas will have a negative impact on air quality, particularly on
A184 and New Road.
Policy S2 does not conserve or enhance biodiversity as out of 80 allocated sites18
are Green Belt sites are proposed for development which is 23%. 29 are Brownfield
36%. the rest is much needed agricultural land, 33 which is 41%. So 64% of the
allocated sites will be built on green areas. Building on green areas will not protect,
conserve or enhance biodiversity. In fact as much of the Green Belt in South
Tyneside is connected, building on one site will have a negative impact on other
sites. Wildlife corridors will be destroyed should some of the allocated sites be
developed. Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a direct impact upon
the environment and health of the community. South Tyneside has recently
declared a ‘Climate emergency’ and higher pollution levels will impact further upon
the environment.
Policy S2 does not protect sensitive landscapes as many of the chosen locations
have site specific flood risks, others are not sustainable, this is indicated in
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDs) use at some sites to mitigate flood risk.
Building on most of these sites will increase rather than mitigate flood risk even with
the use of SUDs, particularly in light of IAMP, built on Green Belt land and building
of flyover at Testos. There is a lot of concrete used at both sites which does not
absorb water. So this raises concerns about building at both ends of River Don
corridor as most of surface water will be channelled into it, meaning more water
which equals higher risk of flooding.
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt in accordance with National Planning
Policy (NPPF) Past attempts to develop allocated sites in this plan have been

rejected for the following reasons:
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998) stated:
“‘In any consideration of the extent of the Green Belt, regard must be had to its
narrowness and fragmented and vulnerable nature. Rather than the ‘several miles
wide of PPG2, the South Tyneside Green Belt is rarely more than 1 mile wide. Thus if
a Green Belt is to be maintained, the opportunities for any change are limited and
require particularly careful consideration – a relatively minor change could destroy
or seriously damage the effectiveness of the Green Belt in many areas.”
In relation to Tilesheds where roads needed for H3.1, (mentions level crossing
closure scheme and transport assessment focus on Benton Road, Galsworthy Road,
Boldon Lane, new Road and Boldon Level crossing) H3.12,H3.59, the inspector
noted:
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages; In fact it serves to detract
from the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, particularly
East Boldon which will not be classed as a village should this plan be accepted in its
present form. Given the scale of the development envisaged throughout the
Boldons and Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of our villages, the
sensitivity associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the Climate
Change Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside Council, the
section falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively and in a way
which sets out what is expressly required in order to address these important
aspects. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified
Policy S2 does nothing to protect or enhance South Tyneside’s Green infrastructure,
woodland and hedges will be removed in favour of development which will take
many years to grow back elsewhere. It can take 40 to 50 years for a tree to mature.
South Tyneside has a policy of cutting back hedgerow to height of 1.4 meters which
limits its environmental benefits.
Policy S2 does not encourage equal opportunities or promote good relations
between diverse communities as more could be done to redevelop derelict and run
down areas in South Shields town centre which will help to build strong
communities Policy S2 focuses on building new houses at the expense of necessary
redevelopment and providing much needed social housing within South Shields.
Policy S2 does not increase opportunities for education this is because a lot of the
proposed development is around Boldon and Whiteleas area, yet South Shields
School is scheduled to close in July 2020. Students from South Shields School are
moving to Boldon Comprehensive. How can reducing school places in an area with a
growing population improve education? Closing a school does not reflect a need for
development in this area, this suggests population is declining not growing,
particularly when these students can be accommodated in nearby Boldon
Comprehensive. This suggests falling numbers of school age children not a growing

population suggested by this Plan. So facts are in direct conflict with the policies set
out in this plan.
‘I would comment however, that this site is clearly one of those which must come
into consideration if changes to the Green Belt have to be made to accommodate
further housing development. It is well related to the settlement and associated
services. However, development in this area would reduce the gap, in terms of
distance, between Boldon and South Shields still further and would increase
pressure on the remainder. If the gap were to be reduced here then it would
become more difficult to reduce pressure to eliminate it completely between
Newton Garths and Shields Road, thereby merging Boldon and Cleadon with South
Shields. “
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt as the fundamental aim of Green Belt
policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; the essential
characteristics of Green Belts are their openness and their permanence.
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages; In fact it serves to detract
from the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, particularly
East Boldon which will not be classed as a village should this plan be accepted in its
present form. Given the scale of the development envisaged throughout the
Boldons and Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of our villages, the
sensitivity associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the Climate
Change Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside Council, the
section falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively and in a way
which sets out what is expressly required in order to address these important
aspects. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified
Policy S2 does nothing to protect or enhance South Tyneside’s Green infrastructure,
woodland and hedges will be removed in favour of development which will take
many years to grow back elsewhere. It can take 40 to 50 years for a tree to mature.
South Tyneside has a policy of cutting back hedgerow to height of 1.4 meters which
limits its environmental benefits.
Policy S2 does not encourage equal opportunities or promote good relations
between diverse communities as more could be done to redevelop derelict and run
down areas in South Shields town centre which will help to build strong
communities Policy S2 focuses on building new houses at the expense of necessary
redevelopment and providing much needed social housing within South Shields.
Policy S2 does not increase opportunities for education this is because a lot of the
proposed development is around Boldon and Whiteleas area, yet South Shields
School is scheduled to close in July 2020. Students from South Shields School are
moving to Boldon Comprehensive. How can reducing school places in an area with a
growing population improve education? Closing a school does not reflect a need for
development in this area, this suggests population is declining not growing,
particularly when these students can be accommodated in nearby Boldon
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Comprehensive. This suggests falling numbers of school age children not a growing
population suggested by this Plan. So facts are in direct conflict with the policies set
out in this plan.
4.2.1 This policy outlines the overall approach the Council will take in examining
proposals within certain areas of the Borough (for example the main urban
area/villages and proposals in the Green Belt). Whilst the criteria are clear and
understood, the policy misses any reference to allocated sites. These need to be
included in the policy and made clear that by virtue of being allocated, the principle
of development is already established on these sites and so the key issues in
obtaining planning permission will be addressing the relevant development
management tests as well as site specific issues identified with each allocation.
4.2.2 Without this guidance for allocated sites, the policy can be regarded as
unsound for not being effective or positively prepared.
Support policy in principle, but object to how it is being applied to sites H3.59, 61,
and 65.

1) The East Boldon Forum supports the general principle set out in this section, in
particularly sub section 4.17 The Forum believes that new development should
retain existing landscape features including trees, plants, streams and water
courses, and these should be enhanced where possible to create 'green corridors'
linking the development to the adjoining countryside. We believe the landscape and
open space proposals within any development must be carefully designed to create
such a series of interconnected spaces which, where possible, allow pedestrians,
including those with mobility impairments and parents with children in prams or
buggies, and cyclists the facility to move around within a safe and attractive
environment. The Neighbourhood Plan for East Boldon will seek to establish a
number of green spaces to that end.
Paragraphs 4.12 and 4.14 state that new development can offer opportunities to
enhance landscape character, green infrastructure and biodiversity networks; and
positively contribute to the character of the area. How will the development of sites
H3.59, 61 and 65 achieve these objectives?
2) To avoid conflict between the Local Plan and any relevant Neighbourhood Plan,
this section should highlight that where a Neighbourhood Plan is adopted, then
there may be additional and specific requirements with regard to Development
Principles etc. For clarity, East Boldon Forum is developing a Design Code in
association with Locality to help inform good design in the Forum area.
3) Given the scale of the development envisaged throughout the Boldons and
Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of our villages, the sensitivity
associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the Climate Change
Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside Council, the section
falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively and in a way which sets
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out what is expressly required in order to address these important aspects. The
Forum respectfully contend that South Tyneside Council should adopt a Design Code
which would guide future development in a clear and unambiguous way, and
provide for the creation of well designed places and sustainable homes, which are
future proofed and appropriate to the needs of all . Many Local Authorities have
adopted such documents, and the Design Guide issued to elected members of South
Tyneside Council would make a good start to such a piece of work.
4) In addition to a design guide, East Boldon Forum believe that some of the sites
proposed for development are sufficiently sensitive to warrant the requirement of a
comprehensive planning brief and master planning approach to ensure that the
issues highlighted in this section, and those of good design principles in general, are
an intrinsic feature of any proposed scheme. For clarity, East Boldon Forum will
endeavour to include this approach within its proposed Design Code, depending on
the final sites identified by the Local Plan. The Forum respectfully suggest that South
Tyneside Council should adopt this approach from the outset for those sites that fall
into this category.
5) Whilst the principles included in Policy S2 a) and b) are supported by EBNF, these
principles are incompatible with the proposed development of sites H3.59, 61 and
65.
Inset map 1 indicates proposed Green Belt development sites H3.59, 61 and 65 as
being included as urban area/village in the legend. This is incorrect at this stage in
the process and these sites must be identified accordingly.
Whilst our client, Story Homes, generally supports the principles of draft Policy S2,
they consider parts (a)(v) and (b)(iii), which require that the existing areas of open
space, hedgerows and trees are protected / retained, is overly onerous and
inflexible. It should be noted that there remain occasions where it is preferable to
replace existing hedgerows and trees rather than protect them, particularly if they
are of low value, dead, dying or diseased.
Our client therefore respectfully seeks for the following changes to be made to
these policies:
Policy S2(a)(v):
“The character of the area should, where appropriate, be enhanced through the
protection of existing areas of open space, hedgerows and trees and where possible
enhanced through additional planting and green landscaping.”
Policy S2(b)(iii):
“Proposals should create a sustainable and attractive landscape through the
retention of existing trees, where possible and appropriate, and supporting
enhancement through woodland planting and hedgerow restoration.”
Policy S2 is not sustainable as it does not adapt to or mitigate the impacts of Climate
Change in South Tyneside. Policy S2 needs to deliver a framework to deliver the
commitment made when South Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on
July 18th 2019 to prevent an environmental crisis in the area. To ensure the

following points are addressed:
- Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to
influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that promotes
carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action
plan for the next five years.
Policy S2 does not address the balance between development and protecting the
environment as outlined in their recently declared climate emergency plan. Building
on Green Belt and increasing traffic to residential areas will cause an increase in
carbons, so South Tyneside cannot be carbon neutral by 2030 if this Plan is adopted.
STC states they intend “Leading by example by establishing STC as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough”. STC need to set an example of favouring
brownfield over Green Belt sites to achieve this objective. Where is the
“comprehensive Climate Change Strategy”?
Removing green infrastructure will not achieve Climate Change targets set by STC.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical

reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S2 does not indicate how the proposed new development will retain existing
landscape features including trees, plants, streams and water courses, and how
these will be enhanced to create 'green corridors' linking the development to the
adjoining countryside in sites which are proposed to be deallocated from the Green
Belt. Therefore cannot be justified.
Policy S2 not specify how landscape and open space proposals within any of the
proposed development will be designed or create such a series of interconnected
spaces which, where possible, allow pedestrians, including those with mobility
impairments and parents with children in prams or buggies, and cyclists the facility
to move around within a safe and attractive environment, leaving too many
unanswered questions. Therefore Policy S2 is not sound.
Policy S2 does not state how the development of the proposed Green Belt sites will
achieve the objectives set out in Paragraphs 4.12 and 4.14 which state that new
development can offer opportunities to enhance landscape character, green
infrastructure and biodiversity networks; and positively contribute to the character
of the area. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified.
Policy S2 is not sound or deliverable as it does not address the conflict between the
need for development and protecting the environment. The environment has been
sacrificed at the expense of inflated population figures driving the need for
development. I understand housebuilding targets set by councils are based on Office
of National Statistics (ONS) population projections which are based on 2014 figures
rather than 2016 figures to favour developers and development. These over inflated
government figures make it impossible to reduce the amount of protected green
belt allocated to housing through the use of old population growth figures, which
are higher than the most recent projections. The will result in the total destruction
of the Green Belt in South Tyneside, reducing it to an urban sprawl.
Policy S2 favours developers as house builders prefer to build on open land because
they consider it quicker, cheaper and easier than previously-used brownfield sites.
This is evident in the 18 Green Belt sites proposed for development and 29 are
Brownfield Building on Green Belt will not mitigate impact of climate change.
Replacing cycle track with rail track will not help sustainable travel. Bringing more
cars into already congested residential areas will have negative impact on air
quality, particularly on A184 and New Road.
Policy S2 does not conserve or enhance biodiversity as there are 80 allocated sites
for development 18 are Green Belt sites are proposed for development which is

23%. 29 are Brownfield sites 36%. the rest is much needed agricultural land, 33
which is 41%. So 64% of the allocated sites will be built on green areas. Building on
green areas will not protect, conserve or enhance biodiversity. In fact as much of
the Green Belt in South Tyneside is connected, building on one site will have a
negative impact on other sites. Wildlife corridors will be destroyed should some of
the allocated sites be developed. Additional and higher levels of pollution will have a
direct impact upon the environment and health of the community. South Tyneside
has recently declared a ‘Climate emergency’ and higher pollution levels will impact
further upon the environment.
Policy S2 does not protect sensitive landscapes as many of the chosen locations
have site specific flood risks, others are not sustainable. This is indicated in
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDs) used at some sites to mitigate flood
risk. Building on most of these sites will increase rather than mitigate flood risk even
with use of SUDs, particularly in light of IAMP, built on Green Belt land, and the
building of a flyover at Testos. There is a lot of concrete used at both sites which
does not absorb water. So this raises concerns about building at both ends of the
River Don corridor as most of the surface water will be channelled into it, meaning
more water which equals higher risk of flooding.
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt in accordance with National Planning
Policy (NPPF). Past attempts to develop allocated sites in this plan have been
rejected for the following reasons:
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998) stated:
“‘In any consideration of the extent of the Green Belt, regard must be had to its
narrowness and fragmented and vulnerable nature. Rather than the ‘several miles
wide of PPG2, the South Tyneside Green Belt is rarely more than 1 mile wide. Thus if
a Green Belt is to be maintained, the opportunities for any change are limited and
require particularly careful consideration – a relatively minor change could destroy
or seriously damage the effectiveness of the Green Belt in many areas.”
In relation to Tilesheds where roads needed for H3.1, (mentions level crossing
closure scheme and transport assessment focus on Benton Road, Galsworthy Road,
Boldon Lane, new Road and Boldon Level crossing) H3.12,H3.59, the inspector
noted:
‘I would comment however, that this site is clearly one of those which must come
into consideration if changes to the Green Belt have to be made to accommodate
further housing development. It is well related to the settlement and associated
services. However, development in this area would reduce the gap, in terms of
distance, between Boldon and South Shields still further and would increase
pressure on the remainder. If the gap were to be reduced here then it would
become more difficult to reduce pressure to eliminate it completely between
Newton Garths and Shields Road, thereby merging Boldon and Cleadon with South
Shields. “
H3.61 Nately Avenue

6.21 This site was proposed for housing development which would constitute
infilling the area between the existing housing development and the cricket club.
Objectors to the UDP also argued that the Green Belt boundary was drawn too
tightly around the existing urban area.
6.22 The inspector concluded that the site is beyond the built up limit of East Boldon
and that the cricket club and associated buildings are appropriate structures which
coincide with the purpose of the Green Belt. It is feared that development on this
site would set an ‘unfortunate precedent’.
Policy S2 does not protect the Green Belt as the fundamental aim of Green Belt
policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; the essential
characteristics of Green Belts are their openness and their permanence.
Policy S2 does not preserve the special and separate characters of Boldon Colliery,
West Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn villages. In fact it serves to detract
from the distinctive character of all of the villages in South Tyneside, particularly
East Boldon which will not be classed as a village should this plan be accepted in its
present form. Given the scale of the development envisaged throughout the
Boldons and Cleadon, the issues concerning distinctiveness of our villages, the
sensitivity associated with developing existing Green Belt land, and the Climate
Change Emergency declared by the Government and South Tyneside Council, the
section falls short of dealing with design principles comprehensively and in a way
which sets out what is expressly required in order to address these important
aspects. Therefore Policy S2 cannot be justified.
Policy S2 does nothing to protect or enhance South Tyneside’s Green infrastructure,
woodland and hedges will be removed in favour of development which will take
many years to grow back elsewhere. It can take 40 to 50 years for a tree to mature.
South Tyneside has a policy of cutting back hedgerow to height of 1.4 meters which
limits its environmental benefits.
Policy S2 does not encourage equal opportunities or promote good relations
between diverse communities as more could be done to redevelop derelict and run
down areas in South Shields town centre which will help to build strong
communities Policy S2 focuses on building new houses at the expense of necessary
redevelopment and providing much needed social housing within South Shields.
Policy S2 does not increase opportunities for education. This is because a lot of the
proposed development is around Boldon and Whiteleas area, yet South Shields
School is scheduled to close in July 2020. Students from South Shields School are
moving to Boldon Comprehensive. How can reducing school places in an area with a
growing population improve education? Closing a school does not reflect a need for
development in this area, this suggests population is declining not growing,
particularly when these students can be accommodated in nearby Boldon
Comprehensive. This suggests falling numbers of school age children not a growing
population suggested by this Plan. So facts are in direct conflict with policies set out
in this plan.
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4.3 Policy S3: Promoting health and wellbeing in South Tyneside (Strategic Policy)
4.3.1 Whilst our Client can see the intention behind this policy, it objects to the
policy as currently worded. This is because it is unnecessarily vague and so could be
regarded as unsound for being ineffective and unjustified.
4.3.2 In particular, the policy appears to hint that new developments should provide
good quality and accessible open space and playing fields (Part A). Our Client would
not argue that the provision of features such as open space can greatly enhance
new development.
4.3.3 However, the exact requirement for on-site open space and elements like
playing fields needs to be linked to specific standards which are informed by up to
date evidence of such provision around the Borough. This matter is not clearly
referenced in this policy and there is no flexibility to address site specific
circumstances. This flexibility and clarification is vital.
4.3.4 In a similar manner Part C mentions allotment provision. Again, this may be
appropriate on some sites but not necessarily all sites. The current wording is
structured in such a way so as to give the impression that all development sites
need to provide allotments. This is clearly not the case and so the wording needs to
be amended to ensure it is sound (by being effective) and that not all development
sites require allotment provision.
4.3.5 Part D goes on to suggest the need to provide well-designed, affordable and
appropriate housing. We believe that the intention of this criterion is to ensure that
housing is of a sufficient quality to improve the overall housing stock in the area. We
would therefore query the wording ‘affordable’ in this part of the policy as matters
relating to affordable housing are addressed within other policies of the plan. We
would therefore suggest that to make the policy sound (by being effective) ‘welldesign, affordable and appropriate’ should be replaced by ‘sufficient quality’.
More pollution, fewer green areas, double the population and more traffic will serve
to make this a less healthy, pleasant place to live with a lower quality of life.

Avant Homes generally supports the principles set out in policy S3. By allocating part
of the Avant landholdings at Whitburn it would be possible to provide enhanced
public open space which could be utilised for sports, walking, cycling for both future
and existing residents thereby meeting the strategic aims of this policy.
We strongly support policy S3 as both the built and natural environments are
fundamental to facilitating behavioural shifts leading to more active and healthier
lifestyles. The benefits of sport and physical activity are becoming widely recognised
across most sectors and the planning system is responsible for shaping
environments in a way that encourages active and healthy living.
It is considered that the provision of sporting facilities are key to promoting health
and wellbeing, however, although playing fields have been references, sporting
facilities have not been specifically referenced.

Paragraph 91 of the NPPF states that “planning policies and decisions should aim to
achieve healthy, inclusive and safe places which enable and support healthy
lifestyles, especially where this would address identified local health and wellbeing
needs- for example, through the provision of safe and accessible green
infrastructure, sports facilities, local shops, access to healthier food, allotments and
layouts that encourage walking and cycling.
Sport England guidance states that Local Authorities should support new provision
and where possible allocating new sites for sport and physical activity which meets
identified needs.
In addition, several sites have been allocated in the plan for housing under policy H3
Including allocations H3.8, H3.9, H3.10 which are noted to result in the loss of
existing playing pitches. It is stated within the policy that any loss of playing pitches
should be compensated as part of the development of sites. In light of this and
considering Sport England guidance. It would be beneficial either as part of Policy S3
or as a new standalone policy to allocate sites for sport and physical activity to
demonstrate the council’s commitment in promoting Health and Wellbeing in South
Tyneside.
Suggested Text for part a) of Policy S3
“Increasing physical activity and active travel through the provision of good quality,
accessible open spaces, playing fields and sporting facilities, and enhancing
environments to encourage walking and cycling and public transport.”
The Academy of light
SAFC’s Academy of Light first opened in 2003 and is a state-of-the-art facility located
in Cleadon, just north of Sunderland and is considered one of the best football
training facilities in Europe. The training facility is a Category 1 academy and
provides up to 18 outdoor pitches and an indoor barn featuring a 4G synthetic pitch.
The academy provides training to all of the clubs representative teams from
younger age groups through to Under 18’s, Under 21’s and senior squads as well as
the Sunderland ladies team. The facility is also highly committed to educational
development and offer a range of facilities for scholars.
Figure 2 below shows the location of the Academy of light and surrounding land.
We propose that SAFC’s landholdings at the Academy of Light should be allocated
within the South Tyneside Local Plan for sporting facility enhancement. The site
plays a significant role in the provision of sporting facilities in South Tyneside and
this should be recognised as contributing to the health and wellbeing objectives of
policy S3 of the South Tyneside Local Plan. The land should be safeguarded for
sporting enhancements and have the flexibility to adapt to the future requirements
of national and international sporting bodies over the plan period and to maintain
the Category 1 status of the Academy of Light. The ever-changing environment of
sport should be taken into consideration as well, as future facilities may be required
as advancements in sports science and technology are brought forward so that SAFC
can maintain a competitive advantage over the plan period. Finally, this land should
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be safeguarded so that any future intensification of the use of facilities or expansion
of the facility in line with future demand can be accommodated within the policy
framework.
Policy S3 Promoting health and wellbeing
This is a good policy in principle with some positive features like expansion of
allotment provision, healthy lifestyle choices and further healthcare provision.
However I have objections in the areas specified where there are inconsistencies in
the application of this policy statements making it unsound.
Policy S3 does not adapt to or mitigate impacts of climate change. In fact it
contributes to climate change. Any Green Belt deallocation will have a negative
impact on heath and wellbeing. This is well documented the practice of “shinrinyoku’ a form of nature therapy that originated in Japan. Research shows it boosts
the immune system, lowers blood pressure and aids sleep. Recent studies show that
it could reduce blood pressure, lower cortisol levels and improve concentration and
memory. A chemical released by trees and plants, called phytoncides, was found to
boost the immune system. As more research highlighted the benefits of shinrinyoku, the Japanese government have incorporated it into the country’s health
programme. So Policy S3 cannot be not justified in terms of promoting health and
wellbeing as STC is seeking to destroy the means that will promote a healthier
community, that is its green infrastructure.
Policy S3 cannot conserve or enhance biodiversity as it is in conflict with other
policies in STC Local Plan which seek to destroy the green infrastructure which will
have a negative impact on health an wellbeing in the Borough.
Policy S3 does not safeguard our environmental assets and natural resources as
policies elsewhere in this draft plan will have a negative impact on air quality so
cannot be justified in terms of the health and wellbeing of the community. STC’s
2018 Air Quality Annual Status Report states:
“Air pollution is associated with a number of adverse health impacts. It is recognised
as a contributing factor in the onset of heart disease and cancer. Additionally, air
pollution particularly affects the most vulnerable in society: children and older
people, and those with heart and lung conditions.”
This report also notes:
“currently the main air pollutant threat occurs from traffic emissions. Nitrogen
Dioxide (NO2) and Nitric Oxide (NO) are both oxides of nitrogen, and are collectively
referred to as nitrogen oxides (NOx). All combustion processes produce NOx
emissions, largely in the form of nitric oxides, which is then converted to nitrogen
dioxide (NO2). Nitric oxide (NO) is mainly derived from road transport emissions…”
Increased housing will lead to more traffic with less trees and hedges to ameliorate
the effects of emissions which will have a negative impact on health and wellbeing
in South Tyneside, particularly in residential areas such as Boldon Cleadon and
Whitburn which will have less trees and more traffic.
Policy S3 conflicts with Policy NE9 which deals with contaminated land. The
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proposed development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5
SBC010) will also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is
contaminated, most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was
owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who are licensed to remove asbestos.
Their website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are
full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on
this site will pose a long term health risk to the community.
Policy S3 cannot be delivered in terms of promoting healthier people and
communities because elsewhere in the Draft Local Plan there are proposals to
reduce the Green Belt. This will result in detrimental impacts on health and
wellbeing as The Green Belt has public health benefits such as the reduction in
stress, obesity, heart disease and mental health which will save the National Health
£500 per person per year.
Well-being
In addition to the above it seems incomprehensible that the proposals are based on
a out of date survey and that if the up-to-date figures are used it would only need
the brown sites to achieve compliance.
Although the Club generally supports this proposed Policy, we are concerned that
point c) is unclear. While we support the principle of “enhancing the quality of the
natural environment and green infrastructure”, the words following this “by
providing opportunities for healthy lifestyle choices” do not appear to reflect what
we would generally understand as “enhancement”. As far as the Club is concerned,
this appears to relate only to provision for, say, recreation rather than enhancement
of the natural environment.
We represent that this Policy should seek to enhance the natural environment
bearing in mind the benefits this can bring in itself to health and well-being. In short,
this reflect the benefits of Natural Capital. Natural Capital is now referred to in the
NPPF at paragraph 170(b).
Although “Natural Capital” is not mentioned in the new National Design Guide, we
note references in it to the Natural Environment. At page 7, it is stated
“All local design guides and codes will need to set out a baseline understanding of
the local context and an analysis of local character and identity. This may include
(but not be limited to) the contribution made by the following:
■■ the relationship between the natural environment and built development;”
On page 26, it is stated that Nature contributes to people’s quality of life.
We therefore represent that this Policy should be strengthened to state something
along the lines of the words in bold
“Enhancing the quality of the natural environment and green infrastructure by
recognising the benefits to human health and well-being of Natural Capital and
providing opportunities for healthy lifestyle choices, including the provision of new
allotments”
We believe this would be consistent with proposed Policies NE1(d) and NE2.
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From the Bird Club’s perspective, we represent that this means making provision for
birds that may be relevant to the area. It should not just be limited to, say, garden
birds but should include, for example, certain farmland birds, swallows, martins and
swifts as well as, where appropriate, water birds. It should also make it clear that
winter roosting and foraging sites can be as important as breeding sites. The coast in
particular is important from this point of view.
6. Policy S3 a) “ Increasing physical activity and active travel through the provision of
good quality, accessible open spaces and playing fields, and enhancing
environments to encourage walking and cycling and public transport” I find it
disappointing that there is no mention of provision of sports and exercise facilities
throughout the borough, which I would have expected to be mentioned in the
context of improving health and well-being. Of particular concern to me is the
recent demolition of the swimming pool at Temple Park. This means that now it is
necessary to travel to town centre locations on Tyneside or Wearside to get to a
public swimming pool. Swimming pools are very useful for people of all ages, from
small children learning to swim, to older citizens wanting to exercise, but limited by
arthritis in the physical exercise they can take. I would like the plan to include
provision of a swimming pool again at Temple Park.
In summary, it is considered that this policy as a whole should include for flexibility
in its wording to ensure that the requirements of this policy will be assessed based
on the context of the development and the demand for the local services and
facilities referenced within the policy.
Policy S3 Part A should include for flexibility to ensure that developments will be
assessed on a case by case basis in terms of the requirements of this policy. The
Policy wording currently requires all new development to provide food quality,
accessible open spaces and playing fields. This requirement should be assessed
based on the context of the site and the local demand for such facilities. The policy
wording therefore should be reconsidered,
Part C of the policy should also include for some flexibility in its wording as this
policy currently requires all development to provide for new allotments. Again, this
requirement should be based on the context of the site and demand for such
facilities and "where appropriate" should be added to the text of the policy.
3.11 We support the inclusion within the policy, under criteria d), of a commitment
to providing well-designed, affordable and appropriate housing to meet the
Council’s needs, and consider this an important point. We consider that the
allocation of our Client’s land interests as set out within this report and
supplementary Site Representations Letters can help the Council achieve this
aspiration.
NT strongly supports the inclusion of a strategic policy within the plan to promote
strong, vibrant and healthy communities in South Tyneside.
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CPRE supports Policy S3 in general but does have concerns and notes the comments
of Durham Bird Club and residents.
Policy S3 is a good policy in principle with some positive features such as the
expansion of allotment provision, healthy lifestyle choices, further healthcare
provision, etc. However, CPRE has objections in the areas speciﬁed where there are
inconsistencies in the application of policy statements making it unsound.
Policy S3 does not adapt to or mitigate impacts of climate change. CPRE considers it
contributes to climate change.
Any Green Belt deallocation will have a negative impact on heath and wellbeing.
This is well documented the practice of “shinrin-yoku’ a form of nature therapy that
originated in Japan. Research shows it boosts the immune system, lowers blood
pressure and aids sleep. Recent studies showed that it could reduce blood pressure,
lower cortisol levels and improve concentration and memory. A chemical released
by trees and plants, called phytoncides, was found to boost the immune system. A s
more research highlighted the beneﬁts of shinrin-yoku, the Japanese government
have incorporated it into the country’s health programme. Policy S3 cannot be not
justiﬁed in terms of promoting health and wellbeing as South Tyneside Council (STC)
is seeking to destroy the means that will promote a healthier community that is its
green infrastructure.
Policy S3 cannot conserve or enhance biodiversity as it is in conflict with other
policies in STC Local Plan which seek to destroy the green infrastructure which will
have a negative impact on health an wellbeing in the Borough. Policy S3 does not
safeguard our environmental assets and natural resources as policies elsewhere in
this draft Plan will have a negative impact on air quality so cannot be justified in
terms of the health and wellbeing of the community. STC’s 2018 Air Quality Annual
Status Report states: “Air pollution is associated with a number of adverse health
impacts. It is recognised as a contributing factor in the onset of heart disease and
cancer. Additionally, air pollution particularly affects the most vulnerable in society:
children and older people, and those with heart and lung conditions.” This report
also notes: “currently the main air pollutant threat occurs from traffic emissions.
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) and Nitric Oxide (NO) are both oxides of nitrogen, and are
collectively referred to as nitrogen oxides (NOx). All combustion processes produce
NOx emissions, largely in the form of nitric oxides, which is then converted to
nitrogen dioxide (NO2). Nitric oxide (NO) is mainly derived from road transport
emissions…” Increased housing will lead to more traffic with less trees and hedges
to ameliorate effects of emissions and will have a negative impact on health and
wellbeing in South Tyneside particularly in residential areas such as Boldon, Cleadon
and Whitburn which will have less trees and more traffic.
The proposed development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG
5 SBC010) will also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is
contaminated, most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was
owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor licensed to remove asbestos. Their
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website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are full
members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on
this site will pose a long term health risk to the community.
Policy S3 cannot be delivered in terms of promoting healthier people and
communities because elsewhere in the draft Plan there are proposals to reduce the
Green Belt. This will result in detrimental impacts on health and wellbeing as The
Green Belt has public health beneﬁts such as the reduction in stress, obesity, heart
disease, mental health will save the National Health £500 per person per year…
Policy S3 Promoting health and wellbeing
This is a good policy in principle with some positive features like expansion of
allotment provision, healthy lifestyle choices and further healthcare provision.
However I have objections in the areas specified where there are inconsistencies in
the application of this policy statements making it unsound.
Policy S3 does not adapt to or mitigate impacts of climate change. In fact it
contributes to climate change. Any Green Belt deallocation will have a negative
impact on heath and wellbeing. This is well documented the practice of “shinrinyoku’ a form of nature therapy that originated in Japan. Research shows it boosts
the immune system, lowers blood pressure and aids sleep. Recent studies show that
it could reduce blood pressure, lower cortisol levels and improve concentration and
memory. A chemical released by trees and plants, called phytoncides, was found to
boost the immune system. As more research highlighted the benefits of shinrinyoku, the Japanese government have incorporated it into the country’s health
programme. So Policy S3 cannot be not justified in terms of promoting health and
wellbeing as STC is seeking to destroy the means that will promote a healthier
community, that is its green infrastructure.
Policy S3 cannot conserve or enhance biodiversity as it is in conflict with other
policies in STC Local Plan which seek to destroy the green infrastructure which will
have a negative impact on health an wellbeing in the Borough.
Policy S3 does not safeguard our environmental assets and natural resources as
policies elsewhere in this draft plan will have a negative impact on air quality so
cannot be justified in terms of the health and wellbeing of the community. STC’s
2018 Air Quality Annual Status Report states:
“Air pollution is associated with a number of adverse health impacts. It is recognised
as a contributing factor in the onset of heart disease and cancer. Additionally, air
pollution particularly affects the most vulnerable in society: children and older
people, and those with heart and lung conditions.”
This report also notes:
“currently the main air pollutant threat occurs from traffic emissions. Nitrogen
Dioxide (NO2) and Nitric Oxide (NO) are both oxides of nitrogen, and are collectively
referred to as nitrogen oxides (NOx). All combustion processes produce NOx
emissions, largely in the form of nitric oxides, which is then converted to nitrogen
dioxide (NO2). Nitric oxide (NO) is mainly derived from road transport emissions…”
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Furthermore, air quality in East Boldon is already near to government
recommended high levels. The South Tyneside Council 2018 Air Quality Annual
Status Report (ASR) Appendix B: Full Monthly Diffusion Tube Results for 2017 show
the levels of Nitrogen Dioxide for Front Street/Boker Lane (DT6), which is near to
the road route for site H3.59. For 4 months of the year from 29th November 2017
to 3rd March 2018 it was recorded as 47.32ug/m3 as exceedance of the NO2 annual
mean objective of 40ug/m3. At the beginning of 2017 (11.1.17-7.2.17) Front
Street/Grange Terrace (DT5) NO2 recorded as 45ug/m3. This is very worrying as the
levels are above the NO2 annual objective of 40ug/m3.
Is South Tyneside monitoring the air pollution is East Boldon, particularly with 1000+
houses which could add at least 1000+ cars to the congestion?
Increased housing will lead to more traffic with less trees and hedges to ameliorate
the effects of emissions which will have a negative impact on health and wellbeing
in South Tyneside, particularly in residential areas such as Boldon Cleadon and
Whitburn which will have less trees and more traffic.
Policy S3 conflicts with Policy NE9 which deals with contaminated land. The
proposed development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5
SBC010) will also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is
contaminated, most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was
owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who are licensed to remove asbestos.
Their website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are
full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on
this site will pose a long term health risk to the community.
Policy S3 cannot be delivered in terms of promoting healthier people and
communities because elsewhere in the Draft Local Plan there are proposals to
reduce the Green Belt. This will result in detrimental impacts on health and
wellbeing as The Green Belt has public health benefits such as the reduction in
stress, obesity, heart disease and mental health which will save the National Health
£500 per person per year.
This is a good policy in principle with some positive features like expansion of
allotment provision healthy lifestyle choices, further healthcare provision However I
have objections in the areas specified where there are inconsistencies in the
application of this policy statements making it unsound.
Policy S3 does not adapt to or mitigate impacts of climate change. In fact it
contributes to climate change. Any Green Belt deallocation will have a negative
impact on heath and wellbeing. This is well documented the practice of “shinrinyoku’ a form of nature therapy that originated in Japan. Research shows it boosts
the immune system, lowers blood pressure and aids sleep. Recent studies showed
that it could reduce blood pressure, lower cortisol levels and improve concentration
and memory. A chemical released by trees and plants, called phytoncides, was
found to boost the immune system. As more research highlighted the benefits of
shinrin-yoku, the Japanese government have incorporated it into the country’s

health programme. So Policy S3 cannot be not justified in terms of promoting
health and wellbeing as STC is seeking to destroy the means that will promote a
healthier community that is its green infrastructure.
Policy S3 cannot conserve or enhance biodiversity as it is in conflict with other
policies in STC Local Plan which seek to destroy the green infrastructure which will
have a negative impact on health an wellbeing in the Borough.
Policy S3 does not safeguard our environmental assets and natural resources as
policies elsewhere in this draft plan will have a negative impact on air quality so
cannot be justified in terms of the health and wellbeing of the community. STC’s
2018 Air Quality Annual Status Report states:
“Air pollution is associated with a number of adverse health impacts. It is recognised
as a contributing factor in the onset of heart disease and cancer. Additionally, air
pollution particularly affects the most vulnerable in society: children and older
people, and those with heart and lung conditions.”
This report also notes:
“currently the main air pollutant threat occurs from traffic emissions. Nitrogen
Dioxide (NO2) and Nitric Oxide (NO) are both oxides of nitrogen, and are collectively
referred to as nitrogen oxides (NOx). All combustion processes produce NOx
emissions, largely in the form of nitric oxides, which is then converted to nitrogen
dioxide (NO2). Nitric oxide (NO) is mainly derived from road transport emissions…”
Furthermore, air quality in East Boldon is already near to government
recommended high levels. The South Tyneside Council 2018 Air Quality Annual
Status Report (ASR) Appendix B : Full Monthly Diffusion Tube Results for 2017 show
the levels of Nitrogen Dioxide for Front Street/Boker Lane (DT6), which is near to
the road route for site H3.59. For 4 months of the year from 29th November 2017
to 3rd March 2018 it was recorded as 47.32μg/m3 an exceedance of the NO2
annual mean objective of 40μg/m3 . It was also recorded during November 2017
(3.11.17-29.11.17) as 49.01μg/m3. At the beginning of 2017 (11.1.17-7.2.17) Front
Street/ Grange Terrace ( DT5) NO2 recorded as 45.88μg/m3. This is very worrying as
the levels are above the NO2 annual objective of 40μg/m3.
Is South Tyneside monitoring the air pollution in East Boldon, particularly with 1000
+ houses which could add at least 1000+ cars to the congestion?
Increased housing will lead to more traffic with less trees and hedges to ameliorate
effects of emissions will have a negative impact on health and wellbeing in South
Tyneside particularly in residential areas such as Boldon Cleadon and Whitburn
which will have less trees and more traffic.
Policy S3 conflicts with Policy NE9 which deals with contaminated land. The
proposed development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5
SBC010) will also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is
contaminated most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was
owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove asbestos, their
website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are full
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members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on
this site will pose a long term health risk to the community.
Policy S3 cannot be delivered in terms of promoting healthier people and
communities because elsewhere in the Draft Local Plan there are proposals to
reduce the Green Belt. This will result in detrimental impacts on health and
wellbeing as The Green Belt has public health benefits such as the reduction in
stress, obesity, heart disease, mental health will save the National Health £500 per
person per year.
4.3.1 Whilst our Client can see the intention behind this policy, it objects to the
policy as currently worded. This is because it is unnecessarily vague and so could be
regarded as unsound for being ineffective and unjustified.
4.3.2 In particular, the policy appears to hint that new developments should provide
good quality and accessible open space and playing fields (Part A). Our Client would
not argue that the provision of features such as open space can greatly enhance
new development.
4.3.3 However, the exact requirement for on-site open space and elements like
playing fields needs to be linked to specific standards which are informed by up to
date evidence of such provision around the Borough. This matter is not clearly
referenced in this policy and there is no flexibility to address site specific
circumstances. This flexibility and clarification is vital.
4.3.4 In a similar manner Part C mentions allotment provision. Again, this may be
appropriate on some sites but not necessarily all sites. The current wording is
structured in such a way so as to give the impression that all development sites
need to provide allotments. This is clearly not the case and so the wording needs to
be amended to ensure it is sound (by being effective) and that not all development
sites require allotment provision.
4.3.5 Part D goes on to suggest the need to provide well-designed, affordable and
appropriate housing. We believe that the intention of this criterion is to ensure that
housing is of a sufficient quality to improve the overall housing stock in the area. We
would therefore query the wording ‘affordable’ in this part of the policy as matters
relating to affordable housing are addressed within other policies of the plan. We
would therefore suggest that to make the policy sound (by being effective) ‘welldesign, affordable and appropriate’ should be replaced by ‘sufficient quality’.
Policy S3: Promoting Health and Wellbeing in South Tyneside. Following on from our
comments above there is the opportunity to embed elements of our guidance
Active Design here. The importance of co-location of facilities is not acknowledged.
There should also be recognition as to the thresholds for walking distances and the
implications this has for access to facilities.
EBNF strongly supports this policy and thinks it should be implemented in full;
however we have noticed some inconsistencies with this in the application within
the rest of the draft LP.
Elsewhere in the draft LP there are proposals to reduce the green belt and increase
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the number of dwelling by 50% within the EBNF area. EBNF objects to this on the
grounds that it will result in detrimental impacts on health & wellbeing by
destroying biodiversity, increasing traffic and therefore making our roads even less
safe for walking, running and cycling, and impacting negatively on air quality.
By objecting, EBNF is in alignment with the government’s aims to ‘improve existing
green infrastructure’ and to connect people with the environment to improve
health and wellbeing .’
(DEFRA – 'A Green Future: Our 25 Year Plan to Improve the Environment' 2018,
revised 2019)
EBNF Supports Open Space Study 2015 expansion of allotment provision healthy
lifestyle choices.
EBNF Supports further healthcare provision. A 50% increase in dwellings would
require a significant increase in primary care services and dental services.
EB has an aging community which requires health and care services (30% of the
population is over 65). As this increases, and particularly if there is an expansion in
the number of dwellings, there needs a proportionate increase in health and social
care provision for this age group. Eg, there is no GP surgery in the EBNF area and a
lack of adequate bus services makes access to facilities difficult.
We currently have one dentist in EB, who is at capacity and has been for many
years. Despite moving to new premises, he has not been allowed to increase his
provision and so the LP should allow this to expand.
EBNF has evidence from its consultations that residents value Open and Green
Spaces and support the improvement of potential green spaces in the centre of the
village to encourage social interaction and healthy lifestyle options such as walking
to school.
We therefore support the creation of well designed public and residential spaces in
any new developments – in line with our emerging Neighbourhood Plan.
EBNF Supports safe walking and cycling routes as currently they are disjointed and
neglected in parts, any new development should link in with and enhance current
routes.
EBNF acknowledges Nursery, Infant and Junior Schools make a significant
contribution to the wellbeing of the community and are thought to be the “Heart of
Community” by many residents.
Through a project done by EBNF in the junior school we have evidence that children
and families place great importance on promoting health and wellbeing through
greenspaces, playing fields and parks and safe walking and cycle routes in our
village.
EBNF requests that this section of the LP makes reference to the emerging
Neighbourhood Plan for East Boldon.
This is a good policy in principle with some positive features like expansion of
allotment provision, healthy lifestyle choices and further healthcare provision.
However I have objections in the areas specified where there are inconsistencies in
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the application of this policy statements making it unsound.
Policy S3 does not adapt to or mitigate impacts of climate change. In fact it
contributes to climate change. Any Green Belt deallocation will have a negative
impact on heath and wellbeing. This is well documented the practice of “shinrinyoku’ a form of nature therapy that originated in Japan. Research shows it boosts
the immune system, lowers blood pressure and aids sleep. Recent studies show that
it could reduce blood pressure, lower cortisol levels and improve concentration and
memory. A chemical released by trees and plants, called phytoncides, was found to
boost the immune system. As more research highlighted the benefits of shinrinyoku, the Japanese government have incorporated it into the country’s health
programme. So Policy S3 cannot be not justified in terms of promoting health and
wellbeing as STC is seeking to destroy the means that will promote a healthier
community, that is its green infrastructure.
Policy S3 cannot conserve or enhance biodiversity as it is in conflict with other
policies in STC Local Plan which seek to destroy the green infrastructure which will
have a negative impact on health an wellbeing in the Borough.
Policy S3 does not safeguard our environmental assets and natural resources as
policies elsewhere in this draft plan will have a negative impact on air quality so
cannot be justified in terms of the health and wellbeing of the community. STC’s
2018 Air Quality Annual Status Report states:
“Air pollution is associated with a number of adverse health impacts. It is recognised
as a contributing factor in the onset of heart disease and cancer. Additionally, air
pollution particularly affects the most vulnerable in society: children and older
people, and those with heart and lung conditions.”
This report also notes:
“currently the main air pollutant threat occurs from traffic emissions. Nitrogen
Dioxide (NO2) and Nitric Oxide (NO) are both oxides of nitrogen, and are collectively
referred to as nitrogen oxides (NOx). All combustion processes produce NOx
emissions, largely in the form of nitric oxides, which is then converted to nitrogen
dioxide (NO2). Nitric oxide (NO) is mainly derived from road transport emissions…”
Furthermore, air quality in East Boldon is already near to government
recommended high levels. The South Tyneside Council 2018 Air Quality Annual
Status Report (ASR) Appendix B: Full Monthly Diffusion Tube Results for 2017 show
the levels of Nitrogen Dioxide for Front Street/Boker Lane (DT6), which is near to
the road route for site H3.59. For 4 months of the year from 29th November 2017
to 3rd March 2018 it was recorded as 47.32ug/m3 as exceedance of the NO2 annual
mean objective of 40ug/m3. It was also recorded during November 2017 (3.11.1729.11.17) as 49.01ug/m3. At the beginning of 2017 (11.1.17-7.2.17) Front
Street/Grange Terrace (DT5) NO2 recorded as 45ug/m3. This is very worrying as the
levels are above the NO2 annual objective of 40ug/m3.
Is South Tyneside monitoring the air pollution is East Boldon, particularly with 1000+
houses which could add at least 1000+ cars to the congestion?

Increased housing will lead to more traffic with less trees and hedges to ameliorate
the effects of emissions which will have a negative impact on health and wellbeing
in South Tyneside, particularly in residential areas such as Boldon Cleadon and
Whitburn which will have less trees and more traffic.
Policy S3 conflicts with Policy NE9 which deals with contaminated land. The
proposed development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5
SBC010) will also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is
contaminated, most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was
owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove asbestos, their
website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are full
members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on
this site will pose a long term health risk to the community.
Policy S3 cannot be delivered in terms of promoting healthier people and
communities because elsewhere in the Draft Local Plan there are proposals to
reduce the Green Belt. This will result in detrimental impacts on health and
wellbeing as The Green Belt has public health benefits such as the reduction in
stress, obesity, heart disease and mental health which will save the National Health
£500 per person per year.
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Levels of obesity in children aged 4-5 years are higher than the regional and national
average. Levels of obesity in children aged 10-11 years are above the national and
regional levels with over 23.3% of children aged 10-11 classed as obese. The highest
levels of childhood obesity are in the Jarrow character area, where levels at both 4-5
years and 10-11 years are above the Borough average. Considering the research is
showing that children in the Jarrow area suffer the highest rates of obesity, would it
not make sense for better health and leisure facilities to be focussed in this area.
Currently leisure facilities are located in South Shields or Hebburn. While both
towns are within travelling distance for many, children (especially those from poorer
backgrounds) can find such distances prohibitive and are less likely to access the
facilities as a result. PROMOTING HEALTH AND WELLBING IN SOUTH TYNESIDE
Policy S3: Promoting health and wellbeing in South Tyneside (Strategic Policy)
The provision of good quality open space, recreation facilities and a well-designed
built environment is important in facilitating physical activity and healthy lifestyle
choices. Areas of open space that are valued by residents provide an important
community function, and can make a significant contribution to quality of life. Green
space and the natural environment also provide important areas for social
interaction which can reduce loneliness amongst the population and have benefits
for mental health and wellbeing. Provision of “good quality open space” has to
begin with the very basics of access for all. Nowhere in this entire policy have I seen
a commitment to sorting out the poor paving and roads across the area. As an
electric wheelchair user, it can be intimidating going out even short distances made
worse by poorly / clumsily designed, haphazard crossing places for the disabled. In
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my local area I regularly have to put myself at risk on the road as there is no ramp
on the opposite side of the road for me to gain access to the pavement - there may
be a ramp on one side of the road, but what use is that when there is no
corresponding ramp on the other side? Also, on High Street in Jarrow, pedestrians
also have to take to the road due to considerable hedgerow overgrowth onto the
pavement. It is all well and good planning for upgrading parks, or considering new
recreation opportunities, but when a simple trip to the shopping centre is hazardous
it becomes obvious that there are more basic priorities this plan is clearly lacking.
5.0 Policy S4 – Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development (Strategic Policy)
5.1 Our Client supports the positive wording of this policy, although given that this
seeks to simply replicate the approach enshrined in planning legislation and the
NPPF, then we would question why it needs to be included within the Local Plan.
5.2 Indeed paragraph 16 of the NPPF specially outlines that local planning
authorities should avoid the unnecessary duplication of policies (including those
within the NPPF itself).
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - Policy IN3, Policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme whiich runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made. " I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
s changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - Policy IN3, Policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme whiich runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made. " I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
s changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - Policy IN3, Policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme whiich runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made. " I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
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s changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - policy IN3, policy S4:
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made." I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - policy IN3, policy S4:
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made." I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
Draft Policy S4 – Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development
6.8 This draft policy is considered to be in accordance with the National Planning
Policy Framework and therefore we are supportive of it.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - policy IN3, policy S4:
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made." I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - policy IN3, policy S4:
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made." I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in

ST0316

Stephen
Litherland

Planning
Consultant

ST0323

Gilbert
Johnston

resident

04
Delivering
the
Strategy
04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S04

Support

S04

Objection

this draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
Our client has no objection to policy S4 as it reiterates the presumption in favour of
sustainable development as stated in the NPPF.

Policy: S4 Strategic Policy – Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development.
Object
This policy suggests that proposed developments should be granted planning
permission unless their adverse impacts "significantly and demonstrably" outweigh
their benefits.
Policy S4 is not sustainable or positively prepared as the averse impacts of building
on any of the 18 Green Belt sites allocated for development “significantly and
demonstrably" outweigh any benefits. The evidence for this conclusion is:
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
Policy S4 is not sustainable, justified or deliverable as impact on the 18 proposed
Green Belt sites significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits of building on
them. Road and rail restructuring are referred to in many of the allocated sites
which will be at a significant cost to the public purse and require further Green belt
deletion. For example H3.1 Land at Benton Road states “Trees likely to be removed
due to level crossing closure scheme, so noise implications would have to be
quantified”. This scheme is part of an area transport proposal which seeks to close

two level crossings and replace them with a road bridge at a cost of £20 million to
the tax payer. The “noise” will be the significant rise in level of traffic noise from
such a bridge, which is well documented. Removal of the trees will contribute to the
increased pollution caused by the increase in traffic as a minor road will become a
major route. This will pose a significant threat to the distinct character of the
villages of East Boldon and Cleadon, which this Draft plan seeks to protect, a
contradiction in terms.
Policy S4 is not justified as it is not consistent with National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) which makes very clear that Green Belt deletion is a measure of
last resort and should be a strategic decision taking into account likely needs
beyond the life of a Local Plan. It makes no reference to the amount of Green Belt
land which has recently been deallocated for the International Advanced
Manufacturing Park (IAMP) to be located next to the Nissan site. So the full picture
of Green Belt destruction is not revealed in this Draft Plan, which begs the question
is it legal?
Policy S4 is not sustainable as the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan
will put an unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads,
drainage and sewerage systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools,
particularly in the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn.
There is inadequate analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little
appreciation of how the increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of
the people who already live and work in these areas.
Policy S4 is not justified as the reasons given for the projected number of houses
required is based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics are used
rather than the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the Office for
National Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were used
there would be considerably less houses proposed and the use of Green Belt land
would not be necessary. This surely must be challenged before Green Belt land is
sacrificed. For South Tyneside the Office of National Statistics (ONC) 2014 figures
show 74,713 households against 72,302 in the 2016 projections which is a
significant difference of 2,411 homes. This amounts to a needless loss of Green Belt
land.
In fact the latest issue is Government imposed DCLG2014 is:
housing projections + Standard method as for South Tyneside is 7,000
While latest data is MHCLG2016 as 4,216 for 2016-2036 with corresponding 66%
increase in housing requirement all of which should not be considering Green Belt.
Policy S4 does not adapt to and mitigate the impacts of climate change in South
Tyneside so it is not sustainable. On 18th July 2019, South Tyneside Council declared
a Climate Emergency in the Borough of South Tyneside, shortly after the May 1st
2019 Parliamentary declaration of a Climate Emergency. This Draft Plan does not
fulfil the promise to:

“Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.”
However it is widely understood that the protection of land and its use to mitigate
the effects of CO2 is one of the most important things we can do to help counter
climate change. It is also understood that Green Belt policy is one of the most
effective means available to protect our fields and green spaces so that we have
sufficient land available for that purpose.
The draft Local Plan seems to almost turn this understanding on its head. The use of
out of date statistics to drive up housing numbers adds insult to injury. Overall there
seems scant regard to the Local Authority's declaration of a Climate Emergency. The
draft Local Plan seems 'rushed through' without a proper analysis or debate on how
it can address one of the most pressing issues of our time. The State of Nature
Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970 states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
STC cannot mitigate for nature, or force through a draft Plan which does not reflect
the Policies contained within its pages to fulfil unrealistic housing targets.
Much of the proposed development for housing in STC draft Plan is within the Green
Belt, general policies controlling development in the countryside apply with equal
force in Green Belts but there is, in addition, a general presumption against
inappropriate development within them. As such development should not be
approved, except in very special circumstances. Inappropriate development is, by
definition, harmful to the Green Belt. It is for the applicant to show why permission
should be granted. Very special circumstances to justify inappropriate development
will not exist unless the harm by reason of inappropriateness, and any other harm,
is clearly outweighed by other considerations. In view of the presumption against
inappropriate development, the Secretary of State will attach substantial weight to
the harm to the Green Belt when considering any planning application or appeal
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concerning such development. So adverse impacts on many of the sites proposed
for development "significantly and demonstrably" outweigh their benefits.
The Policy S4 is not justified as the reasons given in the plan for the projected
number of houses required are based upon the Government's requirement that
2014 statistics are used rather than the more up to date 2016 figures which were
produced by the Office for National Statistics.
It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were used there would be
considerably less houses proposed and the use of Green Belt land would not be
necessary.
For South Tyneside, the Office of National Statistics (ONC) 2014 figures show 74713
households against 72302 in the 2016 projections which is a significant difference of
2411 homes. This over projection amounts to a needless loss of Green Belt land.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
5.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
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5.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - Policy IN3, Policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme whiich runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made. " I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
s changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green SPaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
5.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
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theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
POLICY S4 STRATEGIC POLICY: PRESUMPTION IN FAVOUR OF SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT
OBJECT
Policy S4 is not justified, as this ‘presumption in favour of sustainable development’
underpins all sustainable development planning assessments and causes planning
permission to be given on the basis of their, subjectively decided adverse impacts
having to significantly outweigh their benefits.
The impact of this presumption on the proposed 18 Green Belt sites means that
developing the sites significantly outweighs the benefits of leaving them as Green
Belt.
This is also demonstrated in Policy IN7 where the building of a road bridge to
replace two level crossings is referred to (but not actually stated) in many of the site
allocations key considerations (at least 4 depend on this infrastructure before they
are deliverable) For example: H3.1 Land at Benton Road refers to “Trees likely to be
removed due to level crossing closure, so noise implications would have to
quantify”.
This closure scheme is part of a regional transport proposal. This infrastructure will
also require Green Belt deletion, but is not included in the total loss of Green Belt
calculations. (Its construction is also not mentioned or referenced anywhere in the
Plan other than a single sentence in Policy IN7.)
The ‘noise’ referred to will be the significant rise in traffic noise which is amplified
above road noise levels on such road bridges.
Removal of trees will also contribute to, and lose the protection against, the
increased pollution which will be caused by this addition to the regional strategic

road network.
Construction of this road bridge and the subsequent increase of traffic from
development using this route, will pose a significant threat to the distinct character
of the villages of Cleadon and East Boldon which this Plan seeks to protect, and will
have a major impact on the health and wellbeing of all residents (current and
future) along the routes that feed in to the bridge and even more so for those
residents along New Road and Boldon Colliery.
How can infrastructure to support a ‘green’ bus route be a sustainable solution
when the ‘presumption of sustainability’ is so strongly against the social and
environmental objectives it is based on?
Should co-operation with other regional transport policy makers not allow South
Tyneside Council to make decisions on road infrastructure requirements (supporting
the IAMP development), to be made in the best interests of the residents in South
Tyneside? Other road schemes in South Tyneside, such as Lindisfarne and Testos
roundabout, have been hailed as ‘green successes’ because these will lower carbon
emissions by keeping a free flow of traffic: the road bridge will actually increase
carbon emissions by allowing development to increase more traffic and then
causing congestion in, particularly Cleadon and Boldon Colliery as traffic from the
west of the bridge accumulates at the many junctions this route
will have. An assumption of sustainability will allow this to happen. This must be
challenged.
Policy S4 is also not justified as it allows for all processes of assessment included in
assessment of sustainability (based on the sustainable ‘presumption) and allocation
of sites, to be based on the higher 2016 ONS statistics, rather than the lower 2014
figures which were originally directed. This does not fully reflect the NPPF
guidelines.
NPPF guidance allows for a review of housing figures ‘at least once’ every 5 years.
The allocation in the draft Local Plan is actually planning for the second tranche of 5
year deliverability of houses. The NPPF does not state that figures must only be
reviewed in order to increase projected numbers of houses; but that “ the
preparation and review of all policies should be underpinned by relevant and up-todate evidence” and also “relevant strategic policies will need updating at least once
every 5 years if their applicable local housing need figure has changed significantly:
and they are likely to require earlier review if local housing need is expected to
change significantly in the near future”. Surely this then allows for a reduction of
predicted housing need – based not only on more recent and lower population
figures, but possibly a review of housing which has been built in the last 5 years AND
how many of these houses are still for sale. A review and adjustment of numbers of
houses brought forward into the present 5 year supply, could also include the
number of houses available for sale which are not new, but have proven
sustainability, and may be more affordable for younger families than the new
houses which are proposed in the present draft Plan. The draft Local Plan is not the
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only provider of homes in South Tyneside and normal internal and external
migration (and the number of deaths included in the population figures) has a long
standing record of success in providing a sustainable number of homes for sale and
to rent. It is unrealistic to ignore this provision.
Policy S4 is also not justified in allowing for subjective use of the economic objective
which also gives the presumed ‘viability’ basis to the assessment of sustainability in
the Strategic Land Review and also the basis of ‘exceptional circumstances’ given in
the Green Belt review supporting documents. The effect of this is that proposed
developments on the prime sites allocated in the Green Belt are classed as
sustainable based on their economic viability first before assessing any social or
environmental elements (particularly those associated with reduction of carbon and
protection from climate change) and so none of the benefits the Green Belt
provides are assessed against the economic purpose of development. This is done at
the peril of the residents across South Tyneside who will lose these natural green
space assets, and particularly those in the villages of Cleadon and East Boldon, who
will be most affected, socially and environmentally, by the Green Belt loss.
In addition to the above: there is also no reference made in any sustainability
assessment to the Council’s declaration of a Climate Emergency and there are other
omissions and errors such as in assessing the actual location of sites, such as H3.2
and H3.3 which are assessed presently as being in South Shields and in the Final SLR
are classed as ‘amber’, but were previously assessed, correctly, as being located
within Cleadon Village and in the 2016 SLR review assessed as ‘red’. This makes the
important difference that building on these sites will cause the merging of South
Shields and Cleadon and so will cause the loss of the separate character of this
historic village (which other elements of the Plan purport to
protect). The previous SLR assessments have been removed from the council
website so comparisons cannot be made but local residents who were involved in
the review of these, have retained copies of these documents and can validate
these claims. How can two different assessments be given for the same land, where
there have been no physical changes?
Policy S4 is not sound.
Policy S4 is not justified as the reasons given in the plan for the projected number of
houses required are based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics
are used rather than the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the
Office for National Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were
used there would be considerably less houses proposed, and the use of Green Belt
land would not be necessary. This surely must be challenged before Green Belt land
is sacrificed. For South Tyneside, the Office of National Statistics (ONC) 2014 figures
show 74713 households against 72302 in the 2016 projections which is a significant
difference of 2411 homes. This amounts to a needless loss of Green Belt land.
In fact the latest issue is Government imposed Department for Communities and
Local Government 2014 is housing projections plus standard method as for South
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Tyneside is 7,000, while latest data from Ministry of Housing, Communities and
Local Government as 4,216 for 2016-2036 with corresponding 66% increase in
housing requirement all of which should not be considering Green Belt.
Policy: S4 Strategic Policy – Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development
This policy suggests that proposed the developments should be granted planning
permission unless their adverse impacts "significantly and demonstrably" outweigh
their benefits.
Policy S4 is not sustainable, justified or deliverable as the impact on the 18 Green
Belt sites proposed for deallocation significantly and demonstrably outweigh the
benefits of building on them. Road and rail restructuring are referred to with regard
to many of the allocated sites which will be at a significant cost to the public purse
and require further Green Belt deletion. For example H3.1 Land at Benton Road
states “Trees likely to be removed due to level crossing closure scheme, so noise
implications would have to be quantified”. This scheme is part of an area transport
proposal which seeks to close two level crossings and replace them with a road
bridge at a cost of £20 million to the tax payer. The “noise” will be the significant
rise in level of traffic noise from such a bridge, which is well documented elsewhere.
Removal of the trees will contribute to the increased pollution caused by the
increase in traffic as a local road will become a major route. This proposal will pose a
significant threat to the distinct character of the villages of East Boldon and Cleadon,
which this Draft Plan seeks to protect, a contradiction in terms.
Policy S4 is not justified as it is not consistent with National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) which makes very clear that Green Belt deletion is a measure of
last resort and should be a strategic decision taking into account likely needs
beyond the life of a Local Plan. It makes no reference to the amount of Green Belt
land which has recently been deallocated for the International Advanced
Manufacturing Park (IAMP) located next to the Nisan site. So the full picture of
Green Belt destruction is not revealed in this Draft Plan, this begs the question is it
legal?
Policy S4 is not sustainable as the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan
will put an unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads,
drainage and sewerage systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools,
particularly in the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn.
There is inadequate analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little
appreciation of how the increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of
the people who already live and work in these areas.
Policy S4 is not justified as the reasons given for the projected number of houses
required is that it is based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics
are used rather than the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the
Office for National Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were
used there would be considerably less houses proposed and the use of Green Belt
land would not be necessary. This surely must be challenged before Green Belt land
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is sacrificed. For South Tyneside the Office of National Statistics (ONC) 2014 figures
show 74713 households against 72302 in the 2016 projections which is a significant
difference of 2411 homes. This amounts to a needless loss of Green Belt land.
Policy S4 does not adapt to and mitigate the impacts of climate change in South
Tyneside so it is not sustainable. On 18th July 2019, South Tyneside Council declared
a Climate Emergency in the Borough of South Tyneside, shortly after the May 1st
2019 Parliamentary declaration of a Climate Emergency. This Draft Plan does not
fulfil the promise to: “Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council
carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the Leader and Chief Executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.”
However it is widely understood that the protection of land and its use to mitigate
the effects of CO2 is one of the most important things we can do to help counter
climate change. It is also understood that Green Belt policy is one of the most
effective means available to protect our fields and green spaces so that we have
sufficient land available for that purpose. The draft Local Plan seems to almost turn
this understanding on its head. Overall there seems scant regard to the Local
Authority's declaration of a Climate Emergency. The draft Local Plan seems 'rushed
through' without a proper analysis or debate on how it can address one of the most
pressing issues of our time.
Policy: S4 Strategic Policy – Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development.
Object
This policy suggests that proposed developments should be granted planning
permission unless their adverse impacts "significantly and demonstrably" outweigh
their benefits.
Policy S4 is not sustainable or positively prepared as the averse impacts of building
on any of the 18 Green Belt sites allocated for development “significantly and
demonstrably" outweigh any benefits. The evidence for this conclusion is:
Policy S4 is not sustainable, justified or deliverable as impact on the 18 proposed
Green Belt sites significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits of building on
them. Road and rail restructuring are referred to in many of the allocated sites
which will be at a significant cost to the public purse and require further Green belt

deletion. For example H3.1 Land at Benton Road states “Trees likely to be removed
due to level crossing closure scheme, so noise implications would have to be
quantified”. This scheme is part of an area transport proposal which seeks to close
two level crossings and replace them with a road bridge at a cost of £20 million to
the tax payer. The “noise” will be the significant rise in level of traffic noise from
such a bridge, which is well documented. Removal of the trees will contribute to the
increased pollution caused by the increase in traffic as a minor road will become a
major route. This will pose a significant threat to the distinct character of the
villages of East Boldon and Cleadon, which this Draft plan seeks to protect, a
contradiction in terms.
Policy S4 is not justified as it is not consistent with National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) which makes very clear that Green Belt deletion is a measure of
last resort and should be a strategic decision taking into account likely needs
beyond the life of a Local Plan. It makes no reference to the amount of Green Belt
land which has recently been deallocated for the International Advanced
Manufacturing Park (IAMP) to be located next to the Nissan site. So the full picture
of Green Belt destruction is not revealed in this Draft Plan, which begs the question
is it legal?
Policy S4 is not sustainable as the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan
will put an unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads,
drainage and sewerage systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools,
particularly in the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn.
There is inadequate analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little
appreciation of how the increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of
the people who already live and work in these areas.
Policy S4 is not justified as the reasons given for the projected number of houses
required is based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics are used
rather than the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the Office for
National Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were used
there would be considerably less houses proposed and the use of Green Belt land
would not be necessary. This surely must be challenged before Green Belt land is
sacrificed. For South Tyneside the Office of National Statistics (ONC) 2014 figures
show 74,713 households against 72,302 in the 2016 projections which is a
significant difference of 2,411 homes. This amounts to a needless loss of Green Belt
land.
In fact the latest issue is Government imposed DCLG2014 is:
housing projections + Standard method as for South Tyneside is 7,000
While latest data is MHCLG2016 as 4,216 for 2016-2036 with corresponding 66%
increase in housing requirement all of which should not be considering Green Belt.
Policy S4 does not adapt to and mitigate the impacts of climate change in South
Tyneside so it is not sustainable. On 18th July 2019, South Tyneside Council declared
a Climate Emergency in the Borough of South Tyneside, shortly after the May 1st
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2019 Parliamentary declaration of a Climate Emergency. This Draft Plan does not
fulfil the promise to:
“Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.”
However it is widely understood that the protection of land and its use to mitigate
the effects of CO2 is one of the most important things we can do to help counter
climate change. It is also understood that Green Belt policy is one of the most
effective means available to protect our fields and green spaces so that we have
sufficient land available for that purpose. The draft Local Plan seems to almost turn
this understanding on its head. The use of out of date statistics to drive up housing
numbers adds insult to injury. Overall there seems scant regard to the Local
Authority's declaration of a Climate Emergency. The draft Local Plan seems 'rushed
through' without a proper analysis or debate on how it can address one of the most
pressing issues of our time. The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the
loss of nature since 1970 states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.” STC cannot mitigate for nature, or force through a
draft Plan which does not reflect the Policies contained within its pages to fulfil
unrealistic housing targets.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
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6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - Policy IN3, Policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme whiich runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made. " I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
s changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan - Policy IN3, Policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, "Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made. " I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
s changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
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theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
6.0 Taking into account the emerging Neighbourhood Plan – policy IN3, policy S4
Quoting Chapter 4.29, “Securing sustainable development is therefore the central
theme which runs through this Local Plan and will also bind with any
Neighbourhood Plans that are made.” I would like to express my desire for the East
Boldon Neighbourhood Plan to be given the credence that the references to it in
this Draft Local Plan would indicate that it will. There is no way that this can be the
case if the scale of development proposed goes ahead or if the Green Belt boundary
is changed. The Neighbourhood plan will have a design code for housing and green
infrastructure, and designated Green Spaces, and we expect these to be considered
first and foremost when housing is allocated.
This policy suggests that the proposed developments should be granted planning
permission unless their adverse impacts "significantly and demonstrably" outweigh
their benefits.
Policy S4 is not sustainable, justified or deliverable as impact on the 18 proposed

Green Belt sites significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits of building on
them. Road and rail restructuring are referred to in many of the allocated sites
which will be at a significant cost to the public purse and require further Green belt
deletion. For example H3.1 Land at benton road states “Trees likely to be removed
due to level crossing closure scheme, so noise implications would have to be
quantified” this scheme is part of an area transport proposal which seeks to close
two level crossings and replace them with a road bridge at a cost of £20 million to
the tax payer. The “noise” will be the significant rise in level of traffic noise from
such a bridge, which is well documented. Removal of the trees will contribute to the
increased pollution caused by the increase in traffic as a motor road will become a
major route. This will pose a significant threat to the distinct character of the
villages of East Boldon and Cleadon, which this Draft plan seeks to protect, a
contradiction in terms.
Policy S4 is not justified as it is not consistent with National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) which makes very clear that Green Belt deletion is a measure of
last resort and should be a strategic decision taking into account likely needs
beyond the life of a Local Plan. It makes no reference to the amount of Green Belt
land which has recently been deallocated for the International Advanced
Manufacturing Park (IAMP) to be located next to the Nisan site. So the full picture of
Green Belt destruction is not revealed in this Draft Plan, this begs the question: is it
legal?
Policy S4 is not sustainable as the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan
will put an unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads,
drainage and sewerage systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools,
particularly in the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn.
There is inadequate analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little
appreciation of how the increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of
the people who already live and work in these areas.
Policy S4 is not justified as the reasons given for the projected number of houses
required is that it is based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics
are used rather than the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the
Office for National Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were
used there would be considerably less houses proposed and the use of Green Belt
land would not be necessary. This surely must be challenged before Green Belt land
is sacrificed. For South Tyneside the Office of National Statistics (ONC) 2014 figures
show 74713 households against 72302 in the 2016 projections which is a significant
difference of 2411 homes. This amounts to a needless loss of Green Belt land.
In fact the latest issue is Government imposed DCLG2014 is:
housing projections + Standard method as for South Tyneside is 7,000
While latest data is MHCLG2016 as 4,216 for 2016-2036 with corresponding 66%
increase in housing requirement all of which should not be considering Green Belt.
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Policy S4 does not adapt to and mitigate the impacts of climate change in South
Tyneside so it is not sustainable. On 18th July 2019, South Tyneside Council declared
a Climate Emergency in the Borough of South Tyneside, shortly after the May 1st
2019 Parliamentary declaration of a Climate Emergency. This Draft Plan does not
fulfil the promise to:
“Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.”
However, it is widely understood that the protection of land and its use to mitigate
the effects of CO2 is one of the most important things we can do to help counter
climate change. It is also understood that Green Belt policy is one of the most
effective means available to protect our fields and green spaces so that we have
sufficient land available for that purpose.
The draft Local Plan seems to almost turn this understanding on its head. The use of
out of date statistics to drive up housing numbers adds insult to injury. Overall there
seems scant regard to the Local Authority's declaration of a Climate Emergency. The
draft Local Plan seems 'rushed through' without a proper analysis or debate on how
it can address one of the most pressing issues of our time. The State of Nature
Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970 states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
STC cannot mitigate for nature, or force through a draft Plan which does not reflect
the Policies contained within its pages to fulfil unrealistic targets.
4.4.1 Our Client supports the positive wording of this policy, although given that this
seeks to simply replicate the approach enshrined in planning legislation and the
NPPF, then we would question why it needs to be included within the Local Plan.
4.4.2 Indeed paragraph 16 of the NPPF specially outlines that local planning
authorities should avoid the unnecessary duplication of policies (including those
within the NPPF itself).
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EBNF supports presumption in favour of sustainable development where it is in line
with the NP, once it is adopted.
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This policy suggests that proposed developments should be granted planning
permission unless their adverse impacts "significantly and demonstrably" outweigh
their benefits.
Policy S4 is not sustainable or positively prepared as the averse impacts of building
on any of the 18 Green Belt sites allocated for development “significantly and
demonstrably" outweigh any benefits. The evidence for this conclusion is:
Policy S4 is not sustainable, justified or deliverable as impact on the 18 proposed
Green Belt sites significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits of building on
them. Road and rail restructuring are referred to in many of the allocated sites
which will be at a significant cost to the public purse and require further Green belt
deletion. For example H3.1 Land at benton road states “Trees likely to be removed
due to level crossing closure scheme, so noise implications would have to be
quantified” this scheme is part of an area transport proposal which seeks to close
two level crossings and replace them with a road bridge at a cost of £20 million to
the tax payer. The “noise” will be the significant rise in level of traffic noise from
such a bridge, which is well documented. Removal of the trees will contribute to the
increased pollution caused by the increase in traffic as a motor road will become a
major route. This will pose a significant threat to the distinct character of the
villages of East Boldon and Cleadon, which this Draft plan seeks to protect, a
contradiction in terms.
Policy S4 is not justified as it is not consistent with National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) which makes very clear that Green Belt deletion is a measure of
last resort and should be a strategic decision taking into account likely needs
beyond the life of a Local Plan. It makes no reference to the amount of Green Belt
land which has recently been deallocated for the International Advanced
Manufacturing Park (IAMP) to be located next to the Nissan site. So the full picture
of Green Belt destruction is not revealed in this Draft Plan, which begs the question
is it legal?
Policy S4 is not sustainable as the number of houses proposed in the draft Local Plan
will put an unsustainable strain on infrastructure and facilities, including roads,
drainage and sewerage systems, health services, shops and in particular, schools,
particularly in the villages of East Boldon, West Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn.
There is inadequate analysis of these issues within the draft Local Plan and little
appreciation of how the increase in the number of residents will affect the lives of
the people who already live and work in these areas.
Policy S4 is not justified as the reasons given for the projected number of houses
required is based upon the Government's requirement that 2014 statistics are used
rather than the more up to date 2016 figures which were produced by the Office for
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National Statistics. It has been acknowledged that if the 2016 figures were used
there would be considerably less houses proposed and the use of Green Belt land
would not be necessary. This surely must be challenged before Green Belt land is
sacrificed. For South Tyneside the Office of National Statistics (ONC) 2014 figures
show 74,713 households against 72,302 in the 2016 projections which is a
significant difference of 2,411 homes. This amounts to a needless loss of Green Belt
land.
In fact the latest issue is Government imposed DCLG2014 is:
housing projections + Standard method as for South Tyneside is 7,000
While latest data is MHCLG2016 as 4,216 for 2016-2036 with corresponding 66%
increase in housing requirement all of which should not be considering Green Belt.
Policy S4 does not adapt to and mitigate the impacts of climate change in South
Tyneside so it is not sustainable. On 18th July 2019, South Tyneside Council declared
a Climate Emergency in the Borough of South Tyneside, shortly after the May 1st
2019 Parliamentary declaration of a Climate Emergency. This Draft Plan does not
fulfil the promise to:
“Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by 2030.
- Leading by example by establishing South Tyneside Council as a champion for a
carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the council's advocacy
role to influence actions across all of our communities and across the region that
promotes carbon reduction.
- Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass the
necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver our
climate change goals.
- Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that will set clear and
unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim targets. This will be the
product of consultation with key stakeholders including the voluntary and
community sector and will be considered by council on March 31, 2020. This will
include an action plan for the next five years.”
However it is widely understood that the protection of land and its use to mitigate
the effects of CO2 is one of the most important things we can do to help counter
climate change. It is also understood that Green Belt policy is one of the most
effective means available to protect our fields and green spaces so that we have
sufficient land available for that purpose.
The draft Local Plan seems to almost turn this understanding on its head. The use of
out of date statistics to drive up housing numbers adds insult to injury. Overall there
seems scant regard to the Local Authority's declaration of a Climate Emergency. The
draft Local Plan seems 'rushed through' without a proper analysis or debate on how
it can address one of the most pressing issues of our time. The State of Nature
Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970 states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
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approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
STC cannot mitigate for nature, or force through a draft Plan which does not reflect
the Policies contained within its pages to fulfil unrealistic housing targets.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
Whilst our client recognises the importance of re-using brownfield land, draft Policy
S5 and paragraph 4.32 of the supporting text state that the re-use of such land will
be prioritised. However, the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (February
2019, amended June 2019) does not prioritise the redevelopment of brownfield
land over greenfield sites. The NPPF instead refers to making as much use as
possible of brownfield land (para. 117). Further, it would be illogical to prioritise a
brownfield site that is unsuitable for the proposed use.
To ensure a sound Plan that is consistent with the NPPF (para. 35) and which does
not limit the development of other sustainable sites, our client suggests the
following changes:
Paragraph 4.32:
“The use of suitable brownfield sites within the built up areas should always be
supported given priority over less sustainable greenfield sites.”
6.0 Policy S5 – Re-use of Previously Developed Land (Strategic Policy)
6.1 Although our Client does acknowledge that brownfield land will inevitably form
part of the sites allocated for development in the Local Plan (depending on viability
and deliverability), they object to the current wording of this policy. Currently the
policy seeks to ‘prioritise’ the use of brownfield land. This is inconsistent with
paragraph 117 of the NPPF which seeks more to encourage the use of brownfield
land. Therefore, on this basis, the policy can be regarded as unsound. Indeed, the
current wording could be interpreted as requiring a sequential approach which
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would need to put brownfield land forward first (see also paragraph 4.32 of the
accompanying supporting text). This is clearly not what is outlined in the NPPF and
so this policy should be amended in line with national policy.
Policy Areas S5, S6 and have not complied with guidelines for the same reasons
above

Failure to direct development toward Brownfield sites
4.6. The Reg 18 plan pays scant regard to NPPF Green Belt policy 137 requirements
to maximise use of brownfield land before releasing Green Belt land for
development despite a strategic policy to ensure this. An analysis of the SHLAA (Aug
2019) reveals 194 brownfield sites in the SHLAA out of a total 226 brownfield have
not been carried forward to the plan. That is a lot of brownfield land that would
continue to sit in a derelict state whilst some 53 ha of land is being released from
the Green Belt.
4.7. The failure to tackle the problems associated with regeneration of brownfield
land means the plan is not justified. It also undermines the SA’s statement that the
Council will bring “back into active use brownfield sites and transforming key
regeneration opportunities…” (SA pg 22).
4.8. In short, the omission of 194 brownfield sites from the allocations undermines
this commitment and is fundamentally at odds with NPPF policies intended to
protect the Green Belt, despite commitments to do so at 7.9 of the SA: “The
approach taken by the Council has been informed by the National Planning Policy
Framework (2019), particularly Paragraph 137 which advocates making ‘as much
use as possible of suitable brownfield sites and underutilised land’; followed by
discussions with neighbouring authorities to accommodate identified need for
development, before concluding whether exceptional circumstances exist to justify
Green Belt release.”
4.9. Finally, there is a lack of clarity as to whether at any point in the 5-yr process
the SA actually assessed the 194 brownfield sites against the full SA objectives to ask
and answer the question as to whether use of brownfield land would better meet
the other social and environmental objectives despite the costs of remediation etc.
The Council needs to reconsider if its SA is truly delivering a strategy making as
much use of brownfield land as possible. It does not seem so.
Draft Policy S5 – Re-use of Previously Developed Land
6.9 Under this draft policy, the Council will prioritise the re-use of brownfield land
within or immediately adjoining the Main Urban Area or Villages. Whilst this
approach is typically an effective method of achieving sustainable development and
is supported, the draft policy should be amended to ensure that it does not limit the
development of sustainable greenfield sites. Therefore, it is recommended that the
policy includes reference to sustainable sites also.
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Avant Homes object to the wording of policy S5 which seeks to ‘prioritise’ the re use
of brownfield land.
Whilst Avant Homes agree that the utilisation of brownfield land can contribute to
sustainable development, brownfield sites, particularly in undesirable areas, are
notoriously difficult to bring forward due to lack of demand and potential viability
problems.
The impact of prioritising brownfield land sometimes means that more sustainable
or deliverable Greenfield sites are overlooked.
Avant Homes therefore suggests that policy is reworded so that
brownfield/previously developed land is ‘supported’ rather than ‘prioritised’.
Policy: S5 Reuse of previously developed land.
Policy S5 is good in principle in that reuse of previously developed land will protect
the Green Belt, however the application of the policy as specified is not sound.
Policy S5 is unsound as the proposed development of some housing on Cleadon
Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will also have a negative impact on climate
change as this land is contaminated by asbestos which was stored at this site. This
land was owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who are licensed to remove
asbestos. Their website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983
and are full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” .
Building on this site will pose a long term health risk to the community. Safeguards
need to be in place to protect the community from the reuse of such contaminated
sites.
Policy S5 does not encourage development in more sustainable locations with
access to public transport options which could help reduce emissions from vehicles
as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate lies between the villages of East Boldon and
Cleadon and will increase traffic emissions in this area which will have a negative
impact.
Policy S5 does not enhance biodiversity as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate until very
recently stored asbestos. As asbestos is a naturally found mineral it doesn’t pose a
threat until broken or disturbed. Once released into the air the toxin becomes
extremely harmful for humans if ingested or inhaled. I understand that a culvert,
which flows into the River Don, is to be reopened on this site to accommodate
housing. This will have a negative impact on the biodiversity of this river as the River
Don will become contaminated by asbestos from this site, if it has not already done
so by attempt of owner to remove soil to depth of 12ft to make this site suitable for
housing. Policy S5 is not legal in its choice of sites to regenerate. This site cannot be
delivered.
Policy S5 does not protect the Green Belt, with reference to paragraph 4.33 of the
draft Local Plan, in which the Council acknowledges that new Brownfield sites will
come forward over the life time of the Plan and these sites should be developed in
preference to Green Belt sites. In relation to para 4.33, if it is anticipated that
Brownfield sites will come forward over the lifetime of the Local Plan, how can this
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information be used to mitigate the use and change of designation of the current
Green Belt sites identified for potential development in the draft Local Plan?
What methods are the Council using to facilitate the delivery of Brownfield sites? It
was noted in 1998 that sufficient housing land was available without using Green
Belt sites. These sites have not been developed in the past 20 years.
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
The Local Plan needs to prioritise development on Brown field sites in preference to
Green Belt. However, the Brownfield Land Register on the Council’s website does
not form part of the evidence base for the Local Plan and it is also out of date, last
being updated in 2016. Should STC want to effectively encourage the use of
Brownfield sites in preference to Green Belt it is essential that these documents are
current, accurate and positive. Sadly this is not the case, making Policy S5 unsound.
This suggests that the Council is significantly underestimating brownfield potential.
Policy S5 does not promote healthier communities because the proposed
development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will
also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is contaminated,
most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was owned by
O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove asbestos. Their website
states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are full members of
the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on this site will
pose a long term health risk to the community.
I do, however, strongly object to the housing proposals in the plan both in terms of
the overall housing numbers planned in the Borough and more specifically in
relation to the massive scale of new housing proposed in the wider East Boldon
area. No doubt you will argue that the figures are set by the Government but they
appear to be using outdated figures and have failed repeatedly to hit their target of
300,000 built homes a year. Housing supply is important but only one element of a
much more complex issue.
In relation to East Boldon the proposed scale of new housing is totally out of
proportion to the size of the village and would completely destroy the existing
quality of life and amenity enjoyed by people living here. The character of the village
would be irretrievably damaged and the traffic, demand for services and facilities
would detract massively from the enjoyment of local residents.
Clearly East Boldon needs to do its bit to contribute to the future housing needs of
the Borough but needs to do so in a way that enhances village life rather than spoils
it forever. I would suggest that releasing about half of the land at North Farm in the
plan period building on one side only of the current bridle way and developing an
appropriate amount of land at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate would represent a

much more balanced and sustainable proposal. I cannot see any argument for
building on the land south of St John's Terrace, particularly in view of the extra
traffic which would be generated at the already overloaded junction with Station
Road. I would leave residents of West Boldon to comment on the proposals for the
land west of Boldon Cemetery.
I hope you find these comments constructive and balanced and I look forward to
hearing your response to the consultation responses in due course.
I have been very disappointed to see the disproportionate and character changing
proposals for the East Boldon area, which are totally out of proportion to the
demand for housing in this area, the type of housing required in this area and
appear to be selecting green belt land over a large number of more suitable
brownfield sites in urban and ex-industrial areas of the borough:
There is not sufficient infrastructure to accommodate the proposed development in
the area - a doubling of the population without a doubling of facilities will reduce
access for all residents and put pressure on services. Traffic is already a problem in
the area and this will increase significantly if the plans go ahead. The only
significant public transport links to major employment centres is the metro which is
over-capacity and unreliable as it stands with no changes planned in time to
mitigate these proposals.
The character of the area would be irrevocably changed, turning a small, semi rural
village into a suburb of South Shields; destroying much of the green belt that gives
the area its character and significantly impacting the quality of life for residents.
The unique village character of the Boldons and Cleadon are why my family and
many others chose the area as our home and this appears to have been irrelevant in
any of the decision making process.
90% of far more suitable brownfield sites have been overlooked with flimsy
evidence that they are unsuitable having been put forward by the local authority.
There is no compelling evidence that the green belt is the only option for this
development and instead, the local authority appear to have made green belt
development their first priority.
There is no up to date evidence that the population of South Tyneside will grow at
the rate that would justify this level of development the Local Authority has based
their estimates on out of date 2014 projections rather than more current 2016 ones
and there seems no justification for this other than it supports extra development
and even less justification that most of this growth should be made in the green belt
areas of Cleadon and the Boldons. There are many derelict, post industrial areas in
the rest of the borough which are both served by local amenities and more suitable
for development into housing.
I am appalled that the local authority is proposing strategic vandalism on this scale
which is neither necessary nor justified. I and my family fear that our happy, village
way of life will be destroyed by this blanket approach of building vast numbers of
unnecessary houses in green belt areas, rather than in the under-developed urban
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areas that actually need it, which seems to be for the benefit of developers rather
than to address a need or benefit the local population. This is an actively harmful
proposal in terms of quality of life, pollution, access to services and the wilful
destruction of green belt land and the destinctive character of the area and I will
oppose this plan at every opportunity.
The environment; trees, footpaths and cycle routes will be significantly and
negatively impacted by this development and there is no proposal for any mitigation
of these negative impacts.
This development seems to be designed to attract developers, who prefer
undeveloped green belt sites to brownfield sites that require extra work. Wildlife
and the natural habitat appears to have played no part in the consideration of these
sites.
As mentioned above, the development would steamroller over the separate
identities and characters of East Boldon and Cleadon, turning village communities
into one more suburban sprawl. This development would be welcomed and much
needed in the more deprived areas of the borough and it is not desired or required
by the residents of the villages.
More pollution, fewer green areas, double the population and more traffic will serve
to make this a less healthy, pleasant place to live with a lower quality of life.
For all the reasons above, the policy is neither sustainable nor justified and the
drawbacks and negatives of building on green belt land massively outweigh any
benefits. It is clear that the green belt has been a first, rather than a last resort in
this plan, which breaches National Planning Framework Plans.
Policy Areas S5, S6 and have not complied with guidelines for the same reasons
above
Policy Areas S5, S6 and have not complied with guidelines for the same reasons
above
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
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around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
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4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
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4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
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4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
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of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.

ST2006

Andrea Tobin

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S05

4.31

Support

ST2006

Andrea Tobin

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S05

4.32

Support

4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.

ST2006

Andrea Tobin

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S05

4.33

Support

ST2006

Andrea Tobin

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S05

4.34

Support

4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure before any housing development
commences. All infrastructure costs must also be borne by developers and not
funded by the community. Development must also be sensitive to its impact on the
village life and the community and this should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. There is currently insufficient evidence to show that the Council, in
developing the draft Local Plan has taken sufficient consideration of existing
brownfield sites and this must be rectified.
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4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
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should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
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4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
Policy S5 seeks to prioritse the re-use of brownfield land however NPPF para. 118c
states that planning policies should "give substantial weight to the value of using
suitable brownfield land within settlements for homes and other needs identified".
This policy should acknowledge NPPF para 118c and should not limit the
development of other sustainable sites or compromise the delivery of housing
which will meet local needs. Should this reference to the use of brownfield sites to
be retained, the policy wording should be appropriately amended and should make
reference to the re-use of brownfield land being supported rather than prioritised.
Part b of the second part of this policy looks to increase building densities where
appropriate, taking into account the character of the surrounding area and access to
services and facilities to ensure sufficient use of land. It is not clear how this policy
sites with Policy H5 which provides average densities for areas within the district.
Should both policies be reatined, they should work together.
3.12 We note the inclusion within policy S5 that the Council will prioritise the
development of previously developed land, wherever viable. Viability is an
important consideration and one which we wish to ensure the Council have fully
considered in their consideration of meeting their housing need and allocation of
sites.
3.13 In a Council area with such a heritage of employment through Ship Building,
Coal Mining and Chemical work industries, all of this increases the likelihood of
steep abnormal costs on previously development sites, dependant on the individual
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past uses of the sites. This must be fully borne out by the Council’s viability
assessment and testing, of which we note has not been provided as part of the
supporting evidence base documentation for this regulation 18 consultation.
Whilst our client recognises the importance of re-using brownfield land, draft Policy
S5 and paragraph 4.32 of the supporting text state that the re-use of such land will
be prioritised. However, the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (February
2019, amended June 2019) does not prioritise the redevelopment of brownfield
land over greenfield sites. The NPPF instead refers to making as much use as
possible of brownfield land (para. 117). Further, it would be illogical to prioritise a
brownfield site that is unsuitable for the proposed use.
To ensure a sound Plan that is consistent with the NPPF (para. 35) and which does
not limit the development of other sustainable sites, our client suggests the
following changes:
Policy S5:
“Wherever viable, we will support prioritise the re-use of brownfield land (including
despoiled, degraded, derelict and contaminated land) within or immediately
adjoining the Main Urban Area or Villages provided proposals are appropriate in
scale, size and role of the settlement and are consistent with the other policies of
this Plan.”
CPRE considers Policy S5 is good in principle in that reuse of previously developed
land will protect the Green Belt, however the application of the policy as specified is
not sound. Policy S5 is unsound as the proposed development of some housing on
Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will also have a negative impact on
climate change as this land is contaminated by asbestos which was stored at this
site. This land was own by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove
asbestos, their website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983
and are full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” .
Building on this site will pose a long term health risk to the community. Safeguards
need to be in place to protect the community from the reuse of such contaminated
sites. Policy S5 does not encourage development in more sustainable locations
with access to public transport options which could help reduce emissions from
vehicles as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate lies between the villages of East Boldon
and Cleadon and will increase traffic emissions in this area which will have a
negative impact. Policy S5 does not enhance biodiversity as Cleadon Lane Industrial
Estate until very recently stored asbestos. As asbestos is a naturally found mineral it
doesn’t pose a threat until broken or disturbed. Once released into the air, the
product becomes extremely harmful for humans if ingested or inhaled. CPRE
understands that a culvert, which flows into the River Don, is to be reopened on this
site to accommodate housing, this will have a negative impact on the biodiversity of
this river as the River Don risks being contaminated by asbestos from this site. Policy
S5 is not legal in its choice of sites to regenerate. This site cannot be delivered.
Policy S5 does not protect the Green Belt, with reference to para 4.33 of the draft
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Local Plan, in which the Council acknowledges that new Brownfield sites will come
forward over the life time of the Plan and these sites should be developed in
preference to Green Belt sites. In relation to para 4.33, if it is anticipated that
Brownfield sites will come forward over the lifetime of the Local Plan, how can this
information be used to mitigate the use and change of designation of the current
Green Belt sites identified for potential development in the draft Local Plan? What
methods are the Council using to facilitate the delivery of Brownfield sites? It was
noted in 1998 that sufficient housing land was available without using Green Belt
sites. These sites have not been developed in the past 20 years. “The proposals for
housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the Inspector, due to
sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also noted that an
agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the farm, which
would be a material consideration.” UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors
Report Summary (1998). The Local Plan needs to prioritise development on
brownfield sites in preference to Green Belt. However, the Brownfield Land
Register on the Councils website does not form part of the Local Plan evidence
library and it is also out of date, last being updated in 2016. Should South Tyneside
Council want to effectively encourage the use of brownfield sites in preference to
Green Belt it is essential that these documents are current, accurate and positive.
Sadly this is not the case, making Policy S5 unsound. This suggests the Council is
significantly underestimating brownfield potential. Policy S5 does not promote
healthier communities because the proposed development of some housing on
Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will also have a negative impact on
health and wellbeing as this land is contaminated, most recently by asbestos which
was stored at this site. This land was own by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who
licensed to remove asbestos, their website states “We have held a full HSE removal
licence since 1983 and are full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors
Association (ARCA)” . Building on this site will pose a long term health risk to the
community.
Policy S5: Re-use of Previously Developed Land (Strategic Policy)
The first part of this policy states that the Council ‘will prioritise the re-use of
brownfield land within or immediately adjoining the Main Urban Area or Villages’.
Whilst the HBF consider that the re-use of previously developed land is generally a
positive way to contribute to sustainability, it should not limit the development of
other sustainable sites or compromise the delivery of housing to meet local needs. It
is therefore recommended that the policy text be amended to refer to sustainable
sites, or if reference to previously developed land is to be retained that it is
supported rather than prioritised.
Part b of the second part of this policy looks to increase building densities where
appropriate, taking into account the character of the surrounding area and access to
services and facilities to ensure efficient use of land. It is not clear how this sits with
Policy H5 which provides average densities for areas within the district.
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Policy: S5 Reuse of previously developed land.
Policy S5 is good in principle in that reuse of previously developed land will protect
the Green Belt, however the application of the policy as specified is not sound.
Policy S5 is unsound as the proposed development of some housing on Cleadon
Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will also have a negative impact on climate
change as this land is contaminated by asbestos which was stored at this site. This
land was owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who are licensed to remove
asbestos. Their website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983
and are full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” .
Building on this site will pose a long term health risk to the community. Safeguards
need to be in place to protect the community from the reuse of such contaminated
sites.
Policy S5 does not encourage development in more sustainable locations with
access to public transport options which could help reduce emissions from vehicles
as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate lies between the villages of East Boldon and
Cleadon and will increase traffic emissions in this area which will have a negative
impact.
Policy S5 does not enhance biodiversity as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate until very
recently stored asbestos. As asbestos is a naturally found mineral it doesn’t pose a
threat until broken or disturbed. Once released into the air the toxin becomes
extremely harmful for humans if ingested or inhaled. I understand that a culvert,
which flows into the River Don, is to be reopened on this site to accommodate
housing. This will have a negative impact on the biodiversity of this river as the River
Don will become contaminated by asbestos from this site, if it has not already done
so by attempt of owner to remove soil to depth of 12ft to make this site suitable for
housing. Policy S5 is not legal in its choice of sites to regenerate. This site cannot be
delivered.
Policy S5 does not protect the Green Belt, with reference to paragraph 4.33 of the
draft Local Plan, in which the Council acknowledges that new Brownfield sites will
come forward over the life time of the Plan and these sites should be developed in
preference to Green Belt sites. In relation to para 4.33, if it is anticipated that
Brownfield sites will come forward over the lifetime of the Local Plan, how can this
information be used to mitigate the use and change of designation of the current
Green Belt sites identified for potential development in the draft Local Plan?
What methods are the Council using to facilitate the delivery of Brownfield sites? It
was noted in 1998 that sufficient housing land was available without using Green
Belt sites. These sites have not been developed in the past 20 years.
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)

The Local Plan needs to prioritise development on Brown field sites in preference to
Green Belt. However, the Brownfield Land Register on the Council’s website does
not form part of the evidence base for the Local Plan and it is also out of date, last
being updated in 2016. Should STC want to effectively encourage the use of
Brownfield sites in preference to Green Belt it is essential that these documents are
current, accurate and positive. Sadly this is not the case, making Policy S5 unsound.
This suggests that the Council is significantly underestimating brownfield potential.
Policy S5 does not promote healthier communities because the proposed
development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will
also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is contaminated,
most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was owned by
O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove asbestos. Their website
states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are full members of
the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on this site will
pose a long term health risk to the community.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
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impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
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provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan. (Ref: draft Local Plan policies S1 and H3)
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. (Ref: draft Local Plan policies RG5 and S5)
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
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provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
Policy S5
a) The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be as explicit requirement of the
Local Plan. (Ref: also policy RG5)
b) The Register of Brownfield Land (and Map) are completely out of date – if the
Council is to effectively encourage the use of brownfield sites, it is essential that
these documents are current, accurate and positive.
NB: Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate is not included, or the former Mayflower Glass
site (Station Approach/Moor Lane).
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
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harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
Policy S5 is good in principle in that reuse of previously developed land will protect
the Green Belt, however the application of the policy as specified is not sound.
Policy S5 is unsound as the proposed development of some housing on Cleadon
Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will also have a negative impact on climate
change as this land is contaminated by asbestos which was stored at this site. This
land was own by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove
asbestos, their website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983
and are full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” .
Building on this site will pose a long term health risk to the community. Safeguards
need to be in place to protect the community from the reuse of such contaminated
sites.
Policy S5 does not encourage development in more sustainable locations with
access to public transport options which could help reduce emissions from vehicles
as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate lies between the villages of East Boldon and
Cleadon and will increase traffic emissions in this area which will have a negative
impact.

Policy S5 does not enhance biodiversity as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate until very
recently stored asbestos. As asbestos is a naturally found mineral it doesn’t pose a
threat until broken or disturbed. Once released into the air, the toxin becomes
extremely harmful for humans if ingested or inhaled. I understand that a culvert,
which flows into the River Don, is to be reopened on this site to accommodate
housing, this will have a negative impact on the biodiversity of this river as the River
Don will become contaminated by asbestos from this site, if it has not already done
so by attempt of owner to remove soil to depth of 12ft to make this site suitable for
housing. Policy S5 is not legal in its choice of sites to regenerate. This site cannot be
delivered.
Policy S5 does not protect the Green Belt, with reference to paragraph 4.33 of the
draft Local Plan, in which the Council acknowledges that new Brownfield sites will
come forward over the life time of the Plan and these sites should be developed in
preference to Green Belt sites. In relation to para 4.33, if it is anticipated that
Brownfield sites will come forward over the lifetime of the Local Plan, how can this
information be used to mitigate the use and change of designation of the current
Green Belt sites identified for potential development in the draft Local Plan?
What methods are the Council using to facilitate the delivery of Brownfield sites? It
was noted in 1998 that sufficient housing land was available without using Green
Belt sites. These sites have not been developed in the past 20 years.
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
The Local Plan needs to prioritise development on Brown field sites in preference to
Green Belt. However, the Brownfield Land Register on the Councils website does
not form part of the Local Plan evidence library and it is also out of date, last being
updated in 2016. Should STC want to effectively encourage the use of Brownfield
sites in preference to Green Belt it is essential that these documents are current,
accurate and positive. Sadly this is not the case, making Policy S5 unsound. This
suggests that the Council is significantly underestimating brownfield potential.
Policy S5 does not promote healthier communities because the proposed
development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will
also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is contaminated,
most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was own by
O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove asbestos, their website
states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are full members of
the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on this site will
pose a long term health risk to the community.
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4.0 Pace of development and the priority for use of Brownfield sites – Full support
for Policy S5; Chapter 3.3, box iv; Policy S1 c); Chapter 4 paragraph 4.30-4.36.
4.1 The Local Plan remains silent on whether the pace of development in the Forum
Area is to be controlled. As previously mentioned, there are serious concerns
around the impact on infrastructure, but in addition, development on such a scale
as that proposed cannot be carried out within a relatively small area without
harmful disruption to those who live and work there. The pace of new development
within the Forum Area should be subject to appropriate timescales, as well as
provision of appropriate new infrastructure, so that development is sensitive to its
impact on the village life and the community. This should be an explicit requirement
of the Local Plan.
4.2 The draft Local Plan identifies the potential for the development of a brownfield
site within the Forum Area at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate. I believe that this area
of brownfield land should be used in preference to Green Belt land and that its use
should be prioritised (along with other brownfield sites throughout the Borough) in
preference to existing Green Belt sites. This should be an explicit requirement of the
Local Plan.
4.5.1 Although our Client does acknowledge that brownfield land will inevitably
form part of the sites allocated for development in the Local Plan (depending on
viability and deliverability), they object to the current wording of this policy.
Currently the policy seeks to ‘prioritise’ the use of brownfield land. This is
inconsistent with paragraph 117 of the NPPF which seeks more to encourage the
use of brownfield land. Therefore, on this basis, the policy can be regarded as
unsound. Indeed, the current wording could be interpreted as requiring a sequential
approach which would need to put brownfield land forward first (see also paragraph
4.32 of the accompanying supporting text). This is clearly not what is outlined in the
NPPF and so this policy should be amended in line with national policy.
Support this policy in principle, but challenge the application of the policy as
specified:
EBNF supports the re-use of previously developed land. Our community
consultation has shown strong support for this policy. The vast majority of
respondents believe that if any new housing is to be built in the EBNF area it should
be located on brownfield sites (93%). This is a priority for the residents of the EBNF
area.
EBNF supports development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate,
should the need arise, in order to prevent development on Green Belt land.
Para 4.32 of the Council’s draft LP states “The use of suitable brownfield sites within
the built up areas should always be given priority over less sustainable greenfield
sites.”
With reference to para 4.33 of the draft Local Plan, which acknowledges that new
brownfield sites will come forward over the Plan period, these sites should be
developed in preference to green belt sites.
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In relation to para 4.33, if it is anticipated that brownfield sites will come forward
over the lifetime of the Local Plan, how can this information be used to mitigate the
use and change of designation of the current green belt sites identified for potential
development in the draft Local Plan?
What methods are the Council using to facilitate the delivery of Brownfield sites?
The Local Plan should prioritise development on Brownfield sites in preference to
Green Belt. However, the Brownfield land register on the Councils website does not
form part of the local plan evidence library . It is also out of date, last being updated
in 2016. If the Council is to effectively encourage the use of Brownfield sites, it is
essential that these documents are current, accurate and positive.
Whilst our client, Story Homes, recognises the importance of re-using Brownfield
land, draft Policy S5 and paragraph 4.32 of the supporting text state that the re-use
of such land will be prioritised. However, the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF) (February 2019, amended June 2019) does not prioritise the redevelopment
of Brownfield land over Greenfield sites. The NPPF instead refers to making as much
use as possible of Brownfield land (para. 117). Further, it would be illogical to
prioritise a Brownfield site that is unsuitable for the proposed use based on its
categorisation.
To ensure a sound Plan that is consistent with the NPPF (para. 35) and which does
not limit the development of other sustainable sites, our client suggests the
following changes:
Policy S5:
“Wherever viable, we will support prioritise the re-use of brownfield land (including
despoiled, degraded, derelict and contaminated land) within or immediately
adjoining the Main Urban Area or Villages provided proposals are appropriate in
scale, size and role of the settlement and are consistent with the other policies of this
Plan.”
Paragraph 4.32:
“The use of suitable brownfield sites within the built up areas should always be
supported given priority over less sustainable greenfield sites.”
Policy S5 is good in principle in that reuse of previously developed land will protect
the Green Belt, however the application of the policy as specified is not sound.
Policy S5 is unsound as the proposed development of some housing on Cleadon
Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will also have a negative impact on climate
change as this land is contaminated by asbestos which was stored at this site. This
land was owned by O’Briens, a demolition contractor who are licensed to remove
asbestos. Their website states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983
and are full members of the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)”.
Building on this site will pose a long term health risk to the community. Safeguards
need to be in place to protect the community from the reuse of such contaminated
sites.
Policy S5 does not encourage development in more sustainable locations with

access to public transport options which could help reduce emissions from vehicles
as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate lies between the villages of East Boldon and
Cleadon and will increase traffic emissions in this area which will have a negative
impact.
Policy S5 does not enhance biodiversity as Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate until very
recently stored asbestos. As asbestos is a naturally found mineral it doesn’t pose a
threat until broken or disturbed. Once released into the air, the toxin becomes
extremely harmful for humans if ingested or inhaled. I understand that a culvert,
which flows into the River Don, is to be reopened on this site to accommodate
housing, this will have a negative impact on the biodiversity of this river as the River
Don will become contaminated by asbestos from this site, if it has not already done
so by attempt of owner to remove soil to depth of 12ft to make this site suitable for
housing. Policy S5 is not legal in its choice of sites to regenerate. This site cannot be
delivered.
Policy S5 does not protect the Green Belt, with reference to paragraph 4.33 of the
draft Local Plan, in which the Council acknowledges that new Brownfield sites will
come forward over the life time of the Plan and these sites should be developed in
preference to Green Belt sites. In relation to para 4.33, if it is anticipated that
Brownfield sites will come forward over the lifetime of the Local Plan, how can this
information be used to mitigate the use and change of designation of the current
Green Belt sites identified for potential development in the draft Local Plan?
What methods are the Council using to facilitate the delivery of Brownfield sites? It
was noted in 1998 that sufficient housing land was available without using Green
Belt sites. These sites have not been developed in the past 20 years.
“The proposals for housing developments at the UDP stage were rejected by the
Inspector, due to sufficient housing land being available within the Plan. It was also
noted that an agricultural land survey had shown there to be Grade 3A land on the
farm, which would be a material consideration.”
UDP Green Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998)
The Local Plan needs to prioritise development on Brown field sites in preference to
Green Belt. However, the Brownfield Land Register on the Council’s website does
not form part of the evidence base for the Local Plan and it is also out of date, last
being updated in 2016. Should STC want to effectively encourage the use of
Brownfield sites in preference to Green Belt it is essential that these documents are
current, accurate and positive. Sadly this is not the case, making Policy S5 unsound.
This suggests that the Council is significantly underestimating brownfield potential.
Policy S5 does not promote healthier communities because the proposed
development of some housing on Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate (RG 5 SBC010) will
also have a negative impact on health and wellbeing as this land is contaminated,
most recently by asbestos which was stored at this site. This land was owned by
O’Briens, a demolition contractor who licensed to remove asbestos. Their website
states “We have held a full HSE removal licence since 1983 and are full members of

the Asbestos Removal Contractors Association (ARCA)” . Building on this site will
pose a long term health risk to the community.
7.0 Policy S6 – Appropriate Development in a Green Belt (Strategic Policy)
7.1 Whilst the wording of this policy is understood, it would benefit from a
reference either within the policy or accompanying supporting text that a number of
sites have been identified to be released from the Green Belt to accommodate the
development needs of the Borough over the plan period.
Policy S6 We fully support policy S6 to protect the Greenbelt - this is vital and every
other possible means must be used to meet the Local Plan requirements without
involving consideration of Greenbelt.
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Draft Policy S6 – Appropriate Development within the Green Belt
6.10 The Site is allocated as Green Belt land under Draft Policy S6, which states that
development proposals must protect and enhance the openness of the Green Belt.
We consider that the Site should be removed from the Green Belt as it performs
weakly against all five purposes of the Green Belt and is situated in a sustainable
location in which development would represent a natural extension to the
settlement limits of Cleadon Village. This draft policy is assessed in Section 7.
7.0 Green Belt Assessment
7.1 The site is allocated as Green Belt land under Draft Policy S6 – Appropriate
Development within the Green Belt.
7.2 Draft Policy S6 states that the extent of the Green Belt is defined on the Policies
Map and that development proposals must protect and enhance the openness of
the Green Belt in accordance with the NPPF.
NPPF Green Belt Policies
7.3 Paragraph 136 of the NPPF states that once established, Green Belt boundaries
should only be altered where exceptional circumstances are fully evidenced and
justified, through the preparation or updating of plans. Paragraph 136 goes on to
state that where a need for changes to Green Belt boundaries have been
established through strategic policies, detailed amendments to those policies may
be made through non-strategic policies, including neighbourhood plans.
7.4 Paragraph 137 of the NPPF asserts that before concluding that exceptional
circumstances exist to justify changes to Green Belt boundaries, LPAs should be able
to demonstrate that it has examined fully all other reasonable options for meeting
its identified need for development. This will be assessed through the examination
of its strategic policies, which will take into account Paragraph 136, and whether the
strategy:
• makes as much use as possible of suitable brownfield sites and underutilised land;
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• optimises the density of development in line with the policies in Chapter 11 of the
NPPF, including whether policies promote a significant uplift in minimum density
standards in town and city centres and other locations well served by public
transport; and
• has been informed by discussions with neighbouring authorities about whether
they could accommodate some of the identified need for development, as
demonstrated through the statement of common ground.
7.5 Paragraph 138 stipulates that when reviewing Green Belt boundaries, the need
to promote sustainable patterns of development should be taken into account.
Moreover, LPAs should consider the consequences for sustainable development of
channelling development towards villages insets within the Green Belt. Where it has
been concluded that it is necessary to release Green Belt land for development,
plans should give first consideration to land which has been previously-developed
and/or is well-served by public transport. They should also set out ways in which the
impact of removing land from the Green Belt can be offset through compensatory
improvements to the environmental quality and accessibility of remaining Green
Belt land.
Local Policy
7.6 As discussed in Section 4, the recent South Tyneside Sustainability Appraisal
Scoping Report (August 2018) sets a requirement for South Tyneside Council to
review its Green Belt boundaries as part of the Local Plan review process to ensure
the delivery of sufficient new housing for the Borough. We note that a recent Green
Belt Review (2019) has been undertaken by South Tyneside Council, and that the
Review forms part of the Draft STLP’s evidence base.
South Tyneside Green Belt Review 2019
7.7 The five purposes of the Green Belt, in which each Green Belt site has been
assessed against, are set out below:
1. Purpose 1: Check the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas;
2. Purpose 2: Prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another;
3. Purpose 3: Assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment;
4. Purpose 4: Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and
5. Purpose 5: Assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict
land.
7.8 The grading methodology for the Green Belt Review is as follows:
• Grade A – Zero impact (performs weakly): Makes no contribution to the openness
of the Green Belt.
• Grade B – Minor impact, which can be mitigated (performs moderately): Makes a
limited contribution to the openness of the Green Belt, whereby the removal of the
parcel would have a minor impact upon the overall openness of the Green Belt.
• Grade C – Moderate impact, which can be mitigated (performs moderately):
Makes a limited contribution to the openness of the Green Belt, whereby the
removal of this parcel would have a moderate impact upon the overall openness of

the Green Belt.
• Grade D – Adverse impact/some mitigation feasible (performs relatively strongly):
Contributes to openness in a significant way, whereby removal of part of the parcel
would have a major impact upon the overall openness of the Green Belt.
• Grade E – Significant adverse impact (performs strongly): Contributes to openness
in a strong and undeniable way, where removal of the parcel from the Green Belt
would detrimentally undermine the overall openness of the Green Belt .
7.9 The Site – Land to the west of Sunniside Lane, Cleadon (Green Belt ref: BC59),
has been assessed in the Green Belt Review as Grade D: Moderate overall adverse
impact/some mitigation feasible. We disagree with these findings. The LPA’s grading
for the Site against the five purposes of the Green Belt is set-out below:
1. Purpose 1 – Grade D: Adverse impact/some mitigation feasible;
2. Purpose 2 – Grade C: Moderate impact;
3. Purpose 3 – Grade D: Adverse impact/some mitigation feasible;
4. Purpose 4 – Grade A: Zero impact; and
5. Purpose 5 – Grade C: Moderate impact.
7.10 The Council conclude that development on the Site is considered to have a
likely adverse impact on the Site’s ability to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built up areas and to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment. We
disagree with this assertion and set out our evidence for this position below.
7.11 The Green Belt Review sets out mitigation measures for development on this
Site, stating that there may be scope for limited development along the urban edge
in the south of this parcel of land. In order for such a proposal to be acceptable, the
Review states that the retention and intensification of existing landscape features
would be required. Moreover, it is suggested that trees are planted around the site
and within the development to help minimise the impacts of development further,
especially in relating to long distance views. In terms of biodiversity, the Review
stipulates that development on the Site would have to deliver net gains for wildlife.
7.12 Although the above relates to a small development in the south of the Site, it
provides an indication of the type of mitigation required to accompany
development on the Site. Furthermore, the Green Belt Review states that the
remaining land on this Site would ‘continue to function as currently in its purposes.
However, there is a risk that the new Green Belt boundary would not provide a firm
and distinct edge to the settlement, and would not help in preventing further sprawl
going forward’.
Assessment of the Green Belt Review
7.13 A large portion of the assessment in the Green Belt Review of the Site focusses
on the wider area of Cleadon Hills, rather than the Site itself. There is a large focus
on the Site’s ability to offer views across the Green Belt and of the adjacent Cleadon
Hills Area of High Landscape Value. It is considered that a large majority of the views
from this Site could be retained by development on the Site and the quality of views
is not a contributing factor in assessing the Site’s contribution to the five purposes

of the Green Belt. A landscape assessment will be undertaken by our client in
support of this position as part of the ongoing review of the local plan.
7.14 The assessment states that the parcel is located within a wildlife corridor,
however, when analysing the Draft STLP Allocations Map, it is evident that the
wildlife corridor runs to the north of the Site. This needs to be corrected.
7.15 We firmly disagree that development on the Site would ‘result in a Green Belt
boundary that is neither logical nor robust’, as development on the Site would
represent a natural extension to the built pattern of Cleadon Village whilst there
would be scope to prevent encroachment into the countryside by potentially
providing a prominent landscape buffer to the northern boundary of the Site. In
addition, in comparison to the two sites which have been proposed for a housing
allocation and removal from the Green Belt, our site offers the opportunity for a
significantly more logical and robust boundary than the two identified. Again, there
needs to be transparent, consistent and logical policy making using a robust and
defendable evidence base. It is not evident in this instance and we seek that the site
is considered in a manner which is entirely consistent with others and on an equal
basis.
7.16 As discussed above, we consider that prominent landscaping along the
northern boundary of the Site would discourage further sprawl into the Green Belt
land parcels to the north of the Site. In addition, we believe that development on
this Site would follow the pattern of development in Cleadon Village and would
ultimately create a more distinct edge to the settlement, as it is well contained by
Sunniside Lane to the east of the Site.
Green Belt Assessment of the Site
7.17 As we disagree with the LPA’s Green Belt assessment of the site. Our position is
set out below.
7.18 The Site is a well contained edge of settlement Site on which development
would form a natural and logical sustainable extension of Cleadon Village. It is well
served by public transport and within walking distance of all local shops and
services. Paragraph 138 stipulates that when reviewing Green Belt boundaries, the
need to promote sustainable patterns of development should be taken into
account, and that LPAs should consider the consequences for sustainable
development of channelling development towards towns and villages inset within
the Green Belt. Moreover, paragraph 138 states that where it is necessary to release
Green Belt land for development, plans should give first consideration to land which
is well-served by public transport.
7.19 The character of the Site reads like part of the current village. It is distinctly
different from the countryside beyond to the north as it features strong landscape
buffers and man-made boundaries to its east, south and west. In addition to the
tree planting along the eastern boundary, Sunniside Lane itself acts as a distinct
physical and visual buffer between the Site and Cleadon Hills to the east. The
southern boundary of the Site is also bound by Sunniside Lane and serves as the

existing access into the Site, whilst large trees are present along the Site’s western
boundary, providing screening from the residential development to the south-west
and the allotments to the north-west.
7.20 Each of these five purposes of the Green Belt are considered below in relation
to the Site:
Purpose 1 – to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas
7.21 The Green Belt Review identifies development on this Site as having a likely
adverse impact on this purpose. The Site is well contained with defensible
boundaries on all sides; by Sunniside Lane to the east and south, residential
development to the south-west and the allotments to the north-west. The existing
settlement boundary of Cleadon Village extends as far north as the northern
boundary of the Site itself (Thornleigh Gardens to the west) so the building line will
be no closer to nearby settlements than existing and established housing. In
addition, any development on this Site would provide additional boundaries in the
form of a prominent landscaped northern boundary between the Site and the
agricultural fields to the north, retaining the openness of the Green Belt land to the
north and ensuring that the unrestricted sprawl of the village is prevented. The Site
does not fulfil Purpose 1 and should be assessed as Minor against this purpose.
Purpose 2 – to prevent neighbouring towns from merging
7.22 The Green Belt Review identifies development on this Site as having a likely
moderate impact on this purpose. As the site is bound by large agricultural fields to
the north and Sunniside Lane to the east and south and existing housing extending
northwards along the A1018 (to which the Site itself will not extend beyond this
established settlement edge) and there are no neighbouring settlements, it does not
fulfil this role and should be assessed as Minor.
Purpose 3 – to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment
7.23 The Green Belt Review identifies development on this Site as having a likely
adverse impact on this purpose. We disagree. The character of the Site is distinctly
different from the wider surrounding open countryside. It is well contained by
physical boundaries and reads as part of the settlement of Cleadon rather than as
part of the wider countryside. The northern-most extent of built form of the village
extends up to Thornleigh Gardens and Elmleigh Gardens to the north-east of the
Site, so the northern extent of the Village is already firmly established. The
development of the Site would not extend beyond this northern settlement edge.
7.24 The northern boundary of the Site is characterised by agricultural land but with
a field boundary already in place. Any development of this Site would introduce a
wider landscape buffer to establish a defensible boundary to the north. The Site
does not fulfil purpose 3 and should be assessed as Moderate.
Purpose 4 – to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns
7.25 The Green Belt Review identifies development on this Site as having zero
impact on this purpose. The predominant character of the Village in this location is
of relatively modern residential developments. There is no direct relationship with

the character of Cleadon Village and it does not contribute to the setting of the
Cleadon Conservation Area. The site does not fulfil purpose 4 and we acknowledge
that the impact is assessed as Zero.
Purpose 5 – to assist in urban regeneration by encouraging the recycling of derelict
and other urban land
7.26 The Green belt Review identifies the Site as having moderate impact on this
purpose. It is worth noting that all Green Belt sites are expected to have the same
level of impact in relation to Purpose 5 by their very nature.
7.27 Although this Site comprises greenfield land, it is evident that there are no
available or suitable derelict or other brownfield sites within Cleadon Village which
have the potential to deliver significant residential development. The site should be
assessed as Minor.
7.39 Taking the above points into account, we request that the Council undertake
an objective and consistent reassessment of the site as set out above and, in
accordance with the findings and that of similar sites, it is removed from the Green
Belt under Draft Policy S6, in accordance with paragraph 138 of the NPPF.
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It is considered that more detail should be provided within Policy S6 with regards to
appropriate development within the Green Belt. The policy simply states the
purpose of the Green Belt which is already well established within National
Policy and although more detail on Green Belt Policy is provided within Policies S7
and S8, there appears to be limited merit in Policy S6 without describing what is
considered appropriate or inappropriate development within the Green Belt.
Although such reference is made to encouraging the beneficial use of the Green Belt
including for the purpose of new sport facilities, this should be reflected within the
policy text itself.
Paragraph 145 of the NPPF clearly sets out examples of development that by,
definition are not considered ‘inappropriate’ within the Green Belt including the
provision of outdoor sport and recreation facilities. Those examples listed within
points a-g of paragraph 145 would therefore be considered appropriate and as such,
should be given due regard in Policy S6 of the South Tyneside draft Local Plan if it is
to serve a purpose as a policy.
Within the supporting text of Policy S6: Appropriate development within the Green
Belt, paragraph 4.34 makes reference to the ‘very special circumstances’ that are
required to be demonstrated by virtue of paragraph 143 of the NPPF whereby
development is determined ‘inappropriate’ within the Green Belt by not falling into
any of the prescribed categories in paragraph 145 of the NPPF.
Paragraphs 145 and 146 set out a ‘closed list’ of development that would not be
considered inappropriate in the Green
Belt and by definition would not require the demonstration of very special
circumstances. By definition, development considered ‘appropriate’ in the Green
Belt as defined by paragraph 145 of the NPPF is as follows:

a) buildings for agriculture and forestry;
b) the provision of appropriate facilities (in connection with the existing use of land
or a change of use) for outdoor sport, outdoor recreation, cemeteries and burial
grounds and allotments; as long as the facilities preserve the openness of the Green
Belt and do not conflict with the purposes of including land within it;
c) the extension or alteration of a building provided that it does not result in
disproportionate additions over and above the size of the original building;
d) the replacement of a building, provided the new building is in the same use and
not materially larger than the one it replaces;
e) limited infilling in villages;
f) limited affordable housing for local community needs under policies set out in the
development plan (including policies for rural exception sites); and
g) limited infilling or the partial or complete redevelopment of previously developed
land, whether redundant or in continuing use (excluding temporary buildings),
which would:
- not have a greater impact on the openness of the Green Belt than the existing
development; or
- not cause substantial harm to the openness of the Green Belt, where the
development would re-use previously developed land and contribute to meeting an
identified affordable housing need within the area of the local planning authority.
Paragraph 146 of the NPPF defines other forms of development that are not
considered inappropriate within the Green Belt. However, unlike paragraph 145,
146 sets out a ‘proviso’ which may then consider material points which in turn, may
determine the proposal as inappropriate in line with a qualitative judgement of fact
and degree. Where not objectively stated within the category, the exception
benefits from the proviso that the use would preserve the openness of the Green
Belt and do not conflict with the purposes of the Green Belt defined within
paragraph 134 of the NPPF.
In considering the relevance of the above to Policy S.6, the supporting text focuses
upon what’s considered to be ‘inappropriate’ development in the Green Belt which
seems contrary to the purpose of the policy and therefore ambiguous. It is
considered that it would be more appropriate for this policy to focus upon what is
considered to be appropriate development in the Green Belt, considering
paragraphs 145 and 146 of the NPPF collectively. Paragraph 16 of the NPPF notes
that “plans should be prepared positively in a way that is aspirational but
deliverable” at present the Green Belt policy and supporting text is worded
negatively and should be re-addressed.
Paragraph 4.36 states that South Tyneside council “encourage the beneficial use of
the Green Belt for the opportunities identified in policy S6” including for the
provision of new sport, open space and recreation facilities. However, policy S6
itself does not specifically identify opportunities to encourage these uses and more
opportunity should be made within this policy to identify uses that are considered
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to be appropriate in the Green Belt.
Paragraph 16 of the NPPF states that plan policies should be “clearly written and
unambiguous” so that’s its clear to decision-makers how proposals should be
assessed. Part f) of paragraph 16 also states that plan policies should “serve a clear
purpose, avoiding any unnecessary duplication of policies that apply to a particular
area”. In considering the provisions of paragraph 16, policies S6, S7 and S8
collectively are considered non-compliant with the NPPF for the reason that they do
not serve a clear purpose with policies S7 and S8 being duplicated in that they both
concern the replacement of buildings in the Green Belt.
It is recommended that polices S6, S7 and S8 should be comprehensively
reconsidered in order to avoid ambiguity surrounding the decision-making of
proposals in the Green Belt. It is not considered that collectively these policies are
compliant with paragraph 35 of the NPPF concerning the tests of soundness
because they are not effective for the reasons outlined above and they are not in
compliance with paragraph 16 of the NPPF. Policies S6, S7 and S8 should also
consider major developed sites currently sited within the Green Belt. It is considered
that the Academy of Light is a major developed site in the Green Belt and any
changes or additions to the site should be considered against the current impact of
the proposed development, for example proposals at a major developed site should
not have a greater impact than the present use if new proposals were to come
forward.
Policy S6 Appropriate Development within the Green Belt
Policy S6 is not sound or justified. It states that development on Green Belt land can
be considered in “very special circumstances” and reference is made to “limited
infilling sites”. Most of the proposed 18 Green Belt sites are in the villages of West
Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn and do not satisfy stated criteria as
their deletion from the Green Belt Register is in direct conflict with each of the five
purposes of the Green Belt. So the case for exceptional circumstances has not been
proven. Green Belt deletion should not be about releasing individual sites, even
major strategic sites, for development. Rather, it needs to be there to meet
expected longterm need for development land beyond the life of the Plan. There
needs to be designation of ‘safeguarded land’ between existing settlement
boundaries. In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural
England (CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for
housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be

demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’
Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
This report states very clearly the results of urbanisation
“The end result of urbanisation – the process of making an area more urban – can
vary from extensive sprawl, where built land is interspersed with green spaces, to
intensively urbanised areas where compact built environments are separated from
green space. Urbanisation need not always result in biodiversity loss: the conversion
of an intensively managed arable field to a housing estate with gardens, a
community orchard and a pond may provide net gain for species diversity and
abundance. Conversely, much valuable habitat, including brownfield and seminatural habitat, has been lost or damaged by development. Management and
habitat creation projects can improve habitat diversity, resource availability and
connectivity across green spaces within urban environments. As well as helping
biodiversity, these can enhance ecosystem function and help human well-being.”
The State of Nature Report 2019
What measures do STC intend to put into place to respond to State of Nature Report
2019?
Will developers deliver the green infrastructure necessary to replace loss of Green
Belt land?
What safeguards can STC put in place?
I note the developer of site H3.2 Former Boldon CofE Primary School, Karbon
Homes, who were refused planning permission to build on this site because of the
removal of 22 mature trees, has now appealed that decision. It seems that all of the
recommendations in site specific details can be overturned by developers with
power and money, so count for nothing and are not worth the paper they are
written on. The only way to to stop urbanisation in South Tyneside is not develop
Green Belt sites, and leave them wild for nature to thrive.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees.
This means a total figure for at-risk trees of being felled for housing developments
are over 1700 plus hedgerows.
Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic development are a
minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
Do STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
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this draft Plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
How can STC state they are “taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside
Council carbon neutral by 2030” when over 2,100 mature trees, and metres of
hedgerow, which help stop climate change by removing carbon dioxide from the air,
storing carbon in the trees and soil, and releasing oxygen into the atmosphere on a
daily basis, are going to be removed?
I do, however, strongly object to the housing proposals in the plan both in terms of
the overall housing numbers planned in the Borough and more specifically in
relation to the massive scale of new housing proposed in the wider East Boldon
area. No doubt you will argue that the figures are set by the Government but they
appear to be using outdated figures and have failed repeatedly to hit their target of
300,000 built homes a year. Housing supply is important but only one element of a
much more complex issue.
In relation to East Boldon the proposed scale of new housing is totally out of
proportion to the size of the village and would completely destroy the existing
quality of life and amenity enjoyed by people living here. The character of the village
would be irretrievably damaged and the traffic, demand for services and facilities
would detract massively from the enjoyment of local residents.
Clearly East Boldon needs to do its bit to contribute to the future housing needs of
the Borough but needs to do so in a way that enhances village life rather than spoils
it forever. I would suggest that releasing about half of the land at North Farm in the
plan period building on one side only of the current bridle way and developing an
appropriate amount of land at Cleadon Lane Industrial Estate would represent a
much more balanced and sustainable proposal. I cannot see any argument for
building on the land south of St John's Terrace, particularly in view of the extra
traffic which would be generated at the already overloaded junction with Station
Road. I would leave residents of West Boldon to comment on the proposals for the
land west of Boldon Cemetery.
I hope you find these comments constructive and balanced and I look forward to
hearing your response to the consultation responses in due course.
I have been very disappointed to see the disproportionate and character changing
proposals for the East Boldon area, which are totally out of proportion to the
demand for housing in this area, the type of housing required in this area and
appear to be selecting green belt land over a large number of more suitable
brownfield sites in urban and ex-industrial areas of the borough:
There is not sufficient infrastructure to accommodate the proposed development in
the area - a doubling of the population without a doubling of facilities will reduce
access for all residents and put pressure on services. Traffic is already a problem in
the area and this will increase significantly if the plans go ahead. The only
significant public transport links to major employment centres is the metro which is

over-capacity and unreliable as it stands with no changes planned in time to
mitigate these proposals.
The character of the area would be irrevocably changed, turning a small, semi rural
village into a suburb of South Shields; destroying much of the green belt that gives
the area its character and significantly impacting the quality of life for residents.
The unique village character of the Boldons and Cleadon are why my family and
many others chose the area as our home and this appears to have been irrelevant in
any of the decision making process.
90% of far more suitable brownfield sites have been overlooked with flimsy
evidence that they are unsuitable having been put forward by the local authority.
There is no compelling evidence that the green belt is the only option for this
development and instead, the local authority appear to have made green belt
development their first priority.
There is no up to date evidence that the population of South Tyneside will grow at
the rate that would justify this level of development the Local Authority has based
their estimates on out of date 2014 projections rather than more current 2016 ones
and there seems no justification for this other than it supports extra development
and even less justification that most of this growth should be made in the green belt
areas of Cleadon and the Boldons. There are many derelict, post industrial areas in
the rest of the borough which are both served by local amenities and more suitable
for development into housing.
I am appalled that the local authority is proposing strategic vandalism on this scale
which is neither necessary nor justified. I and my family fear that our happy, village
way of life will be destroyed by this blanket approach of building vast numbers of
unnecessary houses in green belt areas, rather than in the under-developed urban
areas that actually need it, which seems to be for the benefit of developers rather
than to address a need or benefit the local population. This is an actively harmful
proposal in terms of quality of life, pollution, access to services and the wilful
destruction of green belt land and the distinctive character of the area and I will
oppose this plan at every opportunity.
The environment; trees, footpaths and cycle routes will be significantly and
negatively impacted by this development and there is no proposal for any mitigation
of these negative impacts.
This development seems to be designed to attract developers, who prefer
undeveloped green belt sites to brownfield sites that require extra work. Wildlife
and the natural habitat appears to have played no part in the consideration of these
sites.
As mentioned above, the development would steamroller over the separate
identities and characters of East Boldon and Cleadon, turning village communities
into one more suburban sprawl. This development would be welcomed and much
needed in the more deprived areas of the borough and it is not desired or required
by the residents of the villages.
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More pollution, fewer green areas, double the population and more traffic will serve
to make this a less healthy, pleasant place to live with a lower quality of life.
For all the reasons above, the policy is neither sustainable nor justified and the
drawbacks and negatives of building on green belt land massively outweigh any
benefits. It is clear that the green belt has been a first, rather than a last resort in
this plan, which breaches National Planning Framework Plans.
Policy Areas S5, S6 and have not complied with guidelines for the same reasons
above
Policy Areas S5, S6 and have not complied with guidelines for the same reasons
above
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
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2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
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and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
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2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35

Objection

(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
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Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
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continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
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IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
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hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm, this should be considered as two
separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on. One half
is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is now a
mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the environmental
diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. Both halves of
this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health and
wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary to
the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical Activity
Strategy (2019).
2.5 One key role of the Green Belt is to maintain the separation of communities. The
draft Local Plan does not adhere to this requirement as it will see the merging of
East Boldon with West Boldon and Boldon Colliery to the west, Sunderland to the
south and South Shields to the north. There will be no Green Belt separation when
travelling from Newcastle to East Boldon via Gateshead, Felling, Pelaw, Hebburn,
Jarrow, Fellgate and Boldon Colliery.
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
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land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm, this should be considered as two
separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on. One half
is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is now a
mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the environmental
diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. Both halves of
this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health and
wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary to
the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical Activity
Strategy (2019).
2.5 One key role of the Green Belt is to maintain the separation of communities. The
draft Local Plan does not adhere to this requirement as it will see the merging of
East Boldon with West Boldon and Boldon Colliery to the west, Sunderland to the
south and South Shields to the north. There will be no Green Belt separation when
travelling from Newcastle to East Boldon via Gateshead, Felling, Pelaw, Hebburn,
Jarrow, Fellgate and Boldon Colliery.
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
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change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm, this should be considered as two
separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on. One half
is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is now a
mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the environmental
diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. Both halves of
this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health and
wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary to
the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical Activity
Strategy (2019).
2.5 One key role of the Green Belt is to maintain the separation of communities. The
draft Local Plan does not adhere to this requirement as it will see the merging of
East Boldon with West Boldon and Boldon Colliery to the west, Sunderland to the
south and South Shields to the north. There will be no Green Belt separation when
travelling from Newcastle to East Boldon via Gateshead, Felling, Pelaw, Hebburn,
Jarrow, Fellgate and Boldon Colliery.
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm, this should be considered as two
separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on. One half
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is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is now a
mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the environmental
diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. Both halves of
this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health and
wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary to
the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical Activity
Strategy (2019).
2.5 One key role of the Green Belt is to maintain the separation of communities. The
draft Local Plan does not adhere to this requirement as it will see the merging of
East Boldon with West Boldon and Boldon Colliery to the west, Sunderland to the
south and South Shields to the north. There will be no Green Belt separation when
travelling from Newcastle to East Boldon via Gateshead, Felling, Pelaw, Hebburn,
Jarrow, Fellgate and Boldon Colliery.
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
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environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
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and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,

ST2065

Peter and
Mary Crane

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S06

Object

ST2099

Mrs L
Grimwood

04
Delivering
the
Strategy

S06

Object

hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
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Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt:
(Ref Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for ‘exceptional circumstances’ made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1km of the
Forum’s boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become ‘wilded’. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as poxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (through improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities
for exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and combating
climate change (see point 5 below).
Policy S6 is not sound or justified. It states that development on Green Belt land can
be considered in “very special circumstances” and reference is made to “limited
infilling sites”. Most of the proposed 18 Green Belt sites are in the villages of West
Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn and do not satisfy stated criteria as
their deletion from the Green Belt Register is in direct conflict with each of the five
purposes of the Green Belt. So the case for exceptional circumstances has not been
proven. Green Belt deletion should not be about releasing individual sites, even
major strategic sites, for development. Designation of ‘safeguarded land’ between

existing settlement boundaries. In order to be consistent with national policy CPRE
(Campaign to Protect Rural England) nationally has produced a Policy Guidance Note
(PGN) for housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’ Green Belt cannot be
replaced or mitigated against. Policy S6 does not protect the Green Belt in
accordance with National Planning Policy (NPPF). Past attempts to develop
allocated sites in this plan have been rejected for the following reasons: UDP Green
Belt Rejected Sites – Inspectors Report Summary (1998) stated:
“‘In any consideration of the extent of the Green Belt, regard must be had to its
narrowness and fragmented and vulnerable nature. Rather than the ‘several miles
wide of PPG2, the South Tyneside Green Belt is rarely more than 1 mile wide. Thus if
a Green Belt is to be maintained, the opportunities for any change are limited and
require particularly careful consideration – a relatively minor change could destroy
or seriously damage the effectiveness of the Green Belt in many areas.” In relation
to Tilesheds where roads needed for H3.1, (mentions level crossing closure scheme
and transport assessment focus on Benton Road, Galsworthy Road, Boldon Lane,
New Road and Boldon Level crossing) H3.12,H3.59, the Inspector noted: ‘I would
comment however, that this site is clearly one of those which must come into
consideration if changes to the Green Belt have to be made to accommodate
further housing development. It is well related to the settlement and associated
services. However, development in this area would reduce the gap, in terms of
distance, between Boldon and South Shields still further and would increase
pressure on the remainder. If the gap were to be reduced here then it would
become more difficult to reduce pressure to eliminate it completely between
Newton Garths and Shields Road, thereby merging Boldon and Cleadon with South
Shields. “
Site H3.61 Nately Avenue:
6.21 This site was proposed for housing development which would constitute
infilling the area between the existing housing development and the cricket club.
Objectors to the UDP also argued that the Green Belt boundary was drawn too
tightly around the existing urban area. 6.22 The Inspector concluded that the site is
beyond the built up limit of East Boldon and that the cricket club and associated
buildings are appropriate structures which coincide with the purpose of the Green
Belt. It is feared that development on this site would set an ‘unfortunate precedent’.
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East Boldon Neighbourhood Forum has identified H3.61 as a possible site for a
sports hub to serve the village as it is situated next to East Boldon Cricket Ground
site, which also includes archery, squash, cricket, tennis, bowls, table tennis. It has
also been proposed that this site could also act as village centre for festivals.
(Evidence - feedback from the Forum’s 3rd Consultation event supported this idea).
Policy S6 does not reflect National Planning Policy Framework which makes very
clear that Green Belt deletion is a measure of last resort and should be a strategic
decision taking into account likely needs beyond the life of a Local Plan.
Policy S6 fails to establish a duty to co-operate with other authorities bordering its
boundary. There is little evidence of a co-ordinated strategic Green Belt review in
the North East area and this failure to co-ordinate housing provision strategies in
the area is leading to unnecessary Green Belt deletions. These deletions which taken
together across authority boundaries threaten the purpose of the Green Belt itself
as well as the communities which will lose their identity and cease to exist in their
present form. This is unacceptable. The affected areas are the villages of Whitburn,
East Boldon, West Boldon and Cleadon which are already under threat from the
negative impact of Sunderland and Gateshead’s Local Plans and will suffer
irreparable damage as a result of this Plan which will have a negative impact on
future generations living in these areas.
Policy S6 Appropriate Development within the Green Belt
Policy S6 is not sound or justified. It states that development on Green Belt land can
be considered in “very special circumstances” and reference is made to “limited
infilling sites”. Most of the proposed 18 Green Belt sites are in the villages of West
Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn and do not satisfy stated criteria as
their deletion from the Green Belt Register is in direct conflict with each of the five
purposes of the Green Belt. So the case for exceptional circumstances has not been
proven. Green Belt deletion should not be about releasing individual sites, even
major strategic sites, for development. Rather, it needs to be there to meet
expected longterm need for development land beyond the life of the Plan. There
needs to be designation of ‘safeguarded land’ between existing settlement
boundaries. In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural
England (CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for
housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’

Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
Policy S6 appears to ignore the following climate change legislation.
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
The State of Nature Report 2019
“The end result of urbanisation – the process of making the area more urban – can
vary from extensive sprawl, where built land is interspersed with green spaces to
intensively urbanised areas where compact built environments are separated from
green space. Urbanisation need not always result in biodiversity loss: the
conversion of an intensively managed arable field to a housing estate with gardens,
a community orchard and a pond may provide net gain for species diversity,
resource availability and connectivity across green spaces within urban
environments. As well as helping biodiversity, these can enhance ecosystem
function and help human well-being.”
What measures do STC intend to put into place to respond to State of Nature Report
2019?
Will developers deliver the green infrastructure necessary to replace loss of Green
Belt land?
What safeguards can STC put in place?
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2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
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and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
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point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
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2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
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land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
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2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
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understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
2.0 Loss of Green Belt: Policy S6, Paragraph 4.34 and 4.35
(Ref. Housing Allocations under Policy H3 (H3.59 Land at North Farm), (H3.61 Land
south of St John’s Terrace and Natley Avenue), and (H3.65 Land West of Boldon
Cemetery))
2.1 The land within the three sites listed above is currently designated as Green Belt
and as such continues to meet its very important and prescribed function. I believe
the case for 'exceptional circumstances' made in the draft plan as justification to
change the existing designation for these sites has not been made, and there
continues to be a need for the sites to function as Green Belt. This has been
referenced in detail in the EBNF’s response to the plan and I fully support every
point raised in that document.
2.2 The potential development of these sites would result in yet a further loss of
habitat for wildlife in the vicinity, following as it does the decision to build the new
IAMP on Green Belt land nearby (the IAMP development is within 1 km from the
Forum's boundary).
2.3 A significant proportion of the Green Belt in question is of high value to the
community and has become 'wilded'. As well as providing important habitat (a great
many species of birds, as well as foxes and small mammals such as stoats,
hedgehogs, weasels, moles, mice and shrews have been seen), it is enjoyed by the
community for walking, running, horse riding and general exercise. The loss of such
land will have a detrimental effect upon health of those who use it and the animals
which live there. Areas of green belt are acknowledged to be beneficial to public
health (though improving air quality, reducing stress and providing opportunities for
exercise to combat obesity and heart disease), biodiversity and in combating climate
change (see point 5 below)
2.4 With regard to area H3.59 Land at North Farm I think this should be considered
as two separate sites as it was in the Strategic Land Review that was consulted on.
One half is arable farmed land and the other has been re-wilded over 23 years and is
now a mature nature reserve which contributes to the greenbelt and the
environmental diversity that is a feature of East Boldon and the surrounding areas. I
understand that an environmental survey has not been undertaken of this area
since 2011 and therefore is out of date; I suggest that the impact on the
environment of the loss of this site has not been thoroughly assessed. Both halves
of this site have well used footpaths through them which contribute to the health
and wellbeing of local people who use them and the loss of these would be contrary
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to the Plan’s policy NE4: Open Space and Green Infrastructure and The Physical
Activity Strategy (2019).
Policy S6 is not sound or justified. It states that development on Green Belt land can
be considered in “very special circumstances” and reference is made to “limited
infilling sites”. Most of the proposed 18 Green Belt sites are in the villages of West
Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn and do not satisfy stated criteria as
their deletion from the Green Belt Register is in direct conflict with each of the five
purposes of the Green Belt. So the case for exceptional circumstances has not been
proven. Green Belt deletion should not be about releasing individual sites, even
major strategic sites, for development. Rather, it needs to be to meet expected long
term need for development land beyond the life of the Plan. Designation of
‘safeguarded land’ between existing settlement boundaries. In order to be
consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural England (CPRE) nationally
has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for housing which states at
paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’
Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making can deliver this for England,
Wales and Northern Ireland.”
Policy S6 appears to ignore the following climate change legislation
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004
“Development Plan documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to
secure that development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area
contribution to the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a

changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
The State of Nature Report 2015 states very clearly the results of urbanisation
“The end result of urbanisation – the process of making an area more urban – can
vary from extensive sprawl, where built land is interspersed with green spaces, to
intensively urbanised areas where compact built environments are separated from
green space. Urbanisation need not always result in biodiversity loss: the conversion
of an intensively managed arable field to a housing estate with gardens, a
community orchard and a pond may provide net gain for species diversity and
abundance. Conversely, much valuable habitat, including brownfield and seminatural habitat, has been lost or damaged by development. Management and
habitat creation projects can improve habitat diversity, resource availability and
connectivity across green spaces within urban environments. As well as helping
biodiversity, these can enhance ecosystem function and help human well-being.”
The State of Nature Report 2019
What measures do STC intend to put into place to respond to State of Nature Report
2019?
Will developers deliver the green infrastructure necessary to replace loss of Green
Belt land?
What safeguards can STC put in place?
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees.
This means a total figure for at risk trees of being felled for housing developments
are over 1700 plus hedgerows.
Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic development are a
minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
Do STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft Plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
How can STC state they are “taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside
Council carbon neutral by 2030” when over 2,100 mature trees, and metres of
hedgerow, which help stop climate change by removing carbon dioxide from the air,
storing carbon in the trees and soil, and releasing oxygen into the atmosphere on a
daily basis, are going to be removed?
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4.6.1 Whilst the wording of this policy is understood, it would benefit from a
reference either within the policy or accompanying supporting text that a number of
sites have been identified to be released from the Green Belt to accommodate the
development needs of the Borough over the plan period.
The policy states that development on Green Belt land can be considered in “very
special circumstances” and reference made to “limited infilling sites”.
EBNF does not accept that the sites within the Forum area satisfy those criteria. (for
justification of this stance, see EBNF comments on the south Tyneside Stage 1 Green
belt Review: Exceptional Circumstances)
EBNF Supports protection and development of existing sites for sports facilities with
the forum area.
Feedback from the Forum’s Consultations supports a sporting hub based on east
Boldon Cricket Ground site which might include archery, squash, cricket, tennis,
bowls, table tennis and potentially act as space for village events/festivals.
Policy S6 is not sound or justified. It states that development on Green Belt land can
be considered in “very special circumstances” and reference is made to “limited
infilling sites”. Most of the proposed 18 Green Belt sites are in the villages of West
Boldon, East Boldon, Cleadon and Whitburn and do not satisfy stated criteria as
their deletion from the Green Belt Register is in direct conflict with each of the five
purposes of the Green Belt. So the case for exceptional circumstances has not been
proven. Green Belt deletion should not be about releasing individual sites, even
major strategic sites, for development. Rather, it needs to be there to meet
expected long term need for development land beyond the life of the Plan. There
needs to be designation of ‘safeguarded land’ between existing settlement
boundaries. In order to be consistent with national policy Campaign to Protect Rural
England (CPRE) nationally has also produced a Policy Guidance Note (PGN) for
housing which states at paragraph 4.8
‘Green Belt boundaries should only be modified where there is compelling evidence
of exceptional circumstances to justify a change to boundaries. The defining feature
of formally designated Green Belts is their permanence. Any boundary review
should be based upon the five purposes of the Green Belt outlined in paragraph 80
of the NPPF as well as a locally agreed set of criteria, arrived at by engagement with
the local community. Any resultant changes should be kept to a minimum. The
designation of additional Green Belt areas will be supported where it can be
demonstrated that they meet one or more of the Green Belt purposes but not
where they merely provide a substitute for deleted areas.’
Greenbelt cannot be replaced or mitigated against.
The State of Nature Report 2019 commenting on the loss of nature since 1970
states:
“We need a strong new set of environmental laws to hold our governments and
others to account and to set long-term and ambitious targets. Only a robust
approach to environmental protections and law making.

Policy S6 appears to ignore the following climate change legislation.
According to the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 “Development Plan
documents must (taken as a whole) include policies designed to secure that
development and use of land in the local planning authority’s area contribution to
the mitigation of, and adaption to, climate change.
Paragraph 8 of The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) ( 2019) makes clear
that “mitigating and adapting to climate change” is a core planning objective. The
NPPF also highlights climate change as a key part of strategic planning policy, which
local authorities are legally obliged to set out in their local plans.
According to National Planning Policy Framework (2019):
‘The planning system should support a transition to a low carbon future in a
changing climate… it should help to: shape places in ways that contribute to radical
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions… in line with the objectives and provisions
of the Climate Change Act 2008.”
Plans are legally required to demonstrate how their policies are in line with legally
binding carbon emission reduction targets in the Climate Change Act 2008, including
and understanding of baseline emissions inherent in future development… Local
Plans must ensure that the actions and policies will reduce emissions in line with the
trajectory set out in the Climate Change Act 2008.
The State of Nature Report 2015
“The end result of urbanisation – the process of making the area more urban – can
vary from extensive sprawl, where built land is interspersed with green spaces to
intensively urbanised areas where compact built environments are separated from
green space. Urbanisation need not always result in biodiversity loss: the
conversion of an intensively managed arable field to a housing estate with gardens,
a community orchard and a pond may provide net gain for species diversity and
abundance. Conversely, much valuable habitat, including brownfield and seminatural habitat, has been lost or damaged by development. Management and
habitat creation projects can improve habitat diversity, resource availability and
connectivity across green spaces within urban environments. As well as helping
biodiversity, these can enhance ecosystem function and help human well-being’ As
well as helping biodiversity, these can enhance ecosystem function and help human
well-being.”
The State of Nature Report 2019
What measures do STC intend to put into place to respond to State of Nature Report
2019?
Will developers deliver the green infrastructure necessary to replace loss of Green
Belt land?
What safeguards can STC put in place can deliver this for England, Wales and
Northern Ireland.”
I note the developer of site H3.2 Former Boldon CofE Primary School, Karbon
Homes, who were refused planning permission to build on this site because of the
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removal of 22 mature trees, has now appealed that decision. It seems that all of the
recommendations in site specific details can be overturned by developers with
power and money, so count for nothing and are not worth the paper they are
written on. The only way to stop urbanisation in South Tyneside is not develop
Green Belt sites, and leave them wild for nature to thrive.
I notice at least 60 of the 75 sites allocated for housing have trees.
This means a total figure for at-risk trees of being felled for housing developments
are over 1700 plus hedgerows.
Total figures for trees at risk for regeneration and economic development are a
minimum of 400 plus hedgerows.
This is an unacceptable total of over 2100 trees are at risk of being felled as the
draft Local Plan currently stands.
Do STC have accurate figures for the amount of trees and hedgerows threatened by
this draft Plan?
What measures do STC intend to take to protect trees and hedgerow in sites
allocated for development?
How can STC state they are “taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside
Council carbon neutral by 2030” when over 2,100 mature trees, and metres of
hedgerow, which help stop climate change by removing carbon dioxide from the air,
storing carbon in the trees and soil, and releasing oxygen into the atmosphere on a
daily basis, are going to be removed?
Does this mean that building 156 homes on this site will have a largely positive
effect on the existing residents and the surrounding community? Obviously it does
not.
Paragraph 16 of the NPPF states that plan policies should be “clearly written and
unambiguous” so that’s its clear to decision-makers how proposals should be
assessed. Part f) of paragraph 16 also states that plan policies should “serve a clear
purpose, avoiding any unnecessary duplication of policies that apply to a particular
area”. In considering the provisions of paragraph 16, policies S6, S7 and S8
collectively are considered non-compliant with the NPPF for the reason that they do
not serve a clear purpose with policies S7 and S8 being duplicated in that they both
concern the replacement of buildings in the Green Belt.
It is recommended that polices S6, S7 and S8 should be comprehensively
reconsidered in order to avoid ambiguity surrounding the decision-making of
proposals in the Green Belt. It is not considered that collectively these policies are
compliant with paragraph 35 of the NPPF concerning the tests of soundness
because they are not effective for the reasons outlined above and they are not in
compliance with paragraph 16 of the NPPF. Policies S6, S7 and S8 should also
consider major developed sites currently sited within the Green Belt. It is considered
that the Academy of Light is a major developed site in the Green Belt and any
changes or additions to the site should be considered against the current impact of
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the proposed development, for example proposals at a major developed site should
not have a greater impact than the present use if new proposals were to come
forward.
Policy S7 seeks to ensure extensions and alterations to and replacement of buildings
in the Green Belt "must be sympathetic to the character and appearance of the
original building". It is Persimmon Homes' opinion that this is too restrictive and
wording must be amended to "where appropriate, have regard to".
The policy does not allow for flexibility in design, which could be of greater value to
existing buildings in the Green Belt.
It is Persimmon Homes' opinion that the policy does not comply with section e) of
paragraph 79 of the NPPF.
It is not known how policy S7 and S8 align with one another. Both policies mention
“replacement of buildings" yet have different criteria, this needs to be clarified.
Extensions and Alterations to and Replacement of Buildings in the Green Belt
(Strategic Policy) Policies S7 and S8 seem confused. Is the intention for S7 to cover
extensions and alterations and S8 Replacements? If yes Policy S7 requires the
deletion of the words “and Replacements”.
With that amendment CPRE supports Policy S7.
Support

Paragraph 16 of the NPPF states that plan policies should be “clearly written and
unambiguous” so that’s its clear to decision-makers how proposals should be
assessed. Part f) of paragraph 16 also states that plan policies should “serve a clear
purpose, avoiding any unnecessary duplication of policies that apply to a particular
area”. In considering the provisions of paragraph 16, policies S6, S7 and S8
collectively are considered non-compliant with the NPPF for the reason that they do
not serve a clear purpose with policies S7 and S8 being duplicated in that they both
concern the replacement of buildings in the Green Belt.
It is recommended that polices S6, S7 and S8 should be comprehensively
reconsidered in order to avoid ambiguity surrounding the decision-making of
proposals in the Green Belt. It is not considered that collectively these policies are
compliant with paragraph 35 of the NPPF concerning the tests of soundness
because they are not effective for the reasons outlined above and they are not in
compliance with paragraph 16 of the NPPF. Policies S6, S7 and S8 should also
consider major developed sites currently sited within the Green Belt. It is considered
that the Academy of Light is a major developed site in the Green Belt and any
changes or additions to the site should be considered against the current impact of
the proposed development, for example proposals at a major developed site should
not have a greater impact than the present use if new proposals were to come
forward.
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Policy S8 section B seeks to restrict the design of replacement buildings which in
Persimmon Homes' view does not accord with paragraph 79 of the NPPF.
As mentioned in our representation to Policy S7, it is not known how both these
policies align as both refer to 'Replacement of Buildings', yet have differing criteria
to accord to. In Policy S7 one must have regard to 'alterations in footprint', yet in
Policy S8 'built form of no greater than 30% of the original building' is permissible.
There is conflict here.
We are surprised to see the policy sets out that the replacement of a building will be
acceptable in the green belt provided the increase in external volume is no greater
than 30% above the size of the original building. This figure is not set out in NPPF
and consider whilst it is often used as a broad guide this should only be expressed
within the supporting text to the policy not as an explicit rule.
Replacement of Buildings in the Green Belt (Strategic Policy)
Policies S7 and S8 seem confused. Is the intention for S7 to cover extensions and
alterations and S8 Replacements? If yes Policy S7 requires the deletion of the words
“and Replacements”.
With that amendment CPRE supports Policy S8.
Support

Policy ST1 states an intention to deliver a “clean and green environment”. South
Tyneside Council declared a ‘climate emergency’ on July 18th 2019 to prevent an
environmental crisis in the area. I understand this involves:
Taking all necessary steps to make South Tyneside Council carbon neutral by
2030. Building on Green Belt and increasing traffic to residential areas will cause an
increase in carbon emissions, so South Tyneside cannot be carbon neutral by 2030 if
this Local Plan is adopted in current draft.
Leading by example through establishing South Tyneside Council as a
champion for a carbon neutral future for the borough. This will include using the
council's advocacy role to influence actions across all our communities and across
the region that promotes carbon reduction.
Calling on the leader and chief executive to write to the Government to pass
the necessary legislation and provide the powers and resources necessary to deliver
our climate change goals. Producing a comprehensive Climate Change Strategy that
will set clear and unambiguous targets for carbon reduction, including interim
targets. This will be the product of consultation with key stakeholders including the
voluntary and community sector and will be considered by council on March 31,
2020. This will include an action plan for the next five years.
Policy ST1 does not make clear how these targets will be met.
Proposed 424 Homes in Whitburn:
I would like to add my views and
concerns:
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Objection

We do not need all of these new houses which no doubt will be highly priced and
not Social housing
Bringing new people to the area not aimed at first time local buyers who won’t be
able to afford they
Our primary schools are already full with high class numbers so where would these
children go to school?
Our doctors is already too busy you have to fight for appointments so how could
they cope with extra residents
Parking in the village and outside schools is crazy so adding more will be ridiculous
Traffic levels already high with speeding traffic around the primary schools so
adding more is not acceptable
Traffic cutting out the coast Road and using lizard lane and parry drive is ridiculous
and lots of speed, accidents waiting to happen so having added houses on lizard
lane would seriously add to this problem
I strongly object to the plan to build any houses on green belt. I do not see
justifications that new housing can not be built on brown field sites thus improving
these sites for the future. I particularly object to the plan to concentrate houses in
the Cleadon and Boldon area.

