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LP1890 - Geoffrey Careless





Response ID ANON-5JMM-6ZYJ-C

Submitted to Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area Supplementary Planning Document: Scoping Report
Submitted on 2024-02-27 15:46:52

Have your say

1  Do you have any comments to make in relation to the Scoping Report?

Comments:

"Development of green belt land should not be considered in the current environment. The failure to both retain and maintain areas of environmental
importance has led to global warming and severe environmental impacts. As we concrete the green belt areas, we see increased areas of flooding, one
which Fellgate residents have experience of. Whilst this can be minimised, our continual use of greenbelt land leads to severe impact of residents
currently in the area"

2  What is your name?

Name:
Geoffrey Careless

3  What is your email address?

Email:

4  What is your organisation?

Resident of member of the general public

Organisation:

5  What is your postal address?

Address:



Yes 

 

Response ID ANON-TJBH-TDG3-T 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-01-18 10:25:16 

 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

The introductions makes reference to green belt. It is the council's intention to remove this green belt. This therefore makes the plan unsound. 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

Make every effort to maintain green belt and sustainable environmental area 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Chapter 2: Context 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

The three town centres of South Shields, Hebburn and Narrow are no longer hubs for retail activity. This is due to lack of investment from the local 

authority, lack of freelancing in South Shields and a failure to attract suitable retailers. The poor health in the area will be effected by the council's plan to 

remove the green belt land. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

Invest in the area by attracting suitable businesses into the area. The council must offer incentives for business to do so. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Chapter 3: Spatial Vision and Strategic Objectives 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant:



 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

The council has failed to attract business into the area, with many commercial property empty. The plan to develop the green belt land on Fellgate will not 

attract business and will be detrimental  to the wellbeing of current residents. Fellgate houses both a retirement home and support home, both the 

residents of which will be effected by the proposal. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP1: Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

The health of South Tyneside residents is generally worse than the local 

and national average, therefore health and wellbeing must be included in this plan. The building on greenbelt land and increasing the number of 

available homes does not do this. It places increased pressures on the local services and amenities,  and is further detrimental to the health and well 

being of residents. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Consider investment in improving the health and wellbeing of residents as opposed to simply building further homes 

Policy SP2: Strategy for Sustainable Development to meet identified needs 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Promote healthy lifestyles and ensure the development of safe and inclusive communities for all. 

This is not being met for current residents in the area, with the proposed development seen as having the potential for creating detrimental impact.



Yes 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP3: Spatial Strategy for Sustainable Development 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Ensure the delivery of housing in sustainable locations through the allocation of sites in the Main 

Urban Area and by amending the Green Belt boundary to allocate 

Urban and Village sustainable  growth areas. The removal of green belt land will have a detrimental  effect on the continued sustainability of the area. The 

decline of green belt land does not attract residents or business to the area. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP4: Housing Allocations in the Main Urban Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP5: Former Brinkburn Comprehensive School 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate:



 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP6: Land at former Chuter Ede Education Centre 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP7: Urban and Village Sustainable Growth Areas 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP8: Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No



 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Development of green belt land should not be considered in the current environment. The failure to both retain and maintain areas of environmental 

importance has led to global warming and severe environmental impacts. As we concrete the green belt areas, we see increased areas of flooding, one 

which Fellgate residents have experience of. Whilst this can be minimised, our continual use of greenbelt land leads to severe impact of residents 

currently in the area. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

Retain the green belt land, which underpins the commitment to sustainability and environmental  targets 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP9: Strategic Vision for South Shields Town Centre Regeneration 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP10: South Shields Riverside Regeneration Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP11: South Shields Town Centre College Regeneration Site



Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant:

Yes 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination).

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?:

 

 

 

 

Policy SP12: Fowler Street Improvement Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP13: Foreshore Improvement Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP14: Wardley Colliery



Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant:

Yes 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination).

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?:

 

 

 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Geoffrey Careless 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 



Response ID BHLF-5JMM-6ZYW-S

Submitted to Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area Supplementary Planning Document: Scoping Report
Submitted on 2024-02-28 09:48:55

Have your say

1  Do you have any comments to make in relation to the Scoping Report?

Comments:

I wish to make a formal complaint regards South Tyneside Councils plans for the development of green belt
Land near the Fellgate Estate.

The removal of land from the Greenbelt South Of Fellgate is an appalling proposal.

This will have a negative impact on the wellbeing of resident currently living on Fellgate and will have a detrimental effect on
the environment

The proposal is not sustainably sound, as it can be seen as a cash grab as opposed to consideration of our future environmental sustainability

I currently live on the Fellgate Estate and see this proposal will have serious consequences for my family

2  What is your name?

Name:
Geoffrey Careless

3  What is your email address?

Email:

4  What is your organisation?

Resident of member of the general public

Organisation:

5  What is your postal address?

Address:

n/a



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD3R-5 

 
Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-18 16:28:03 

 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Again,  I expect Council to have met the Legally compliant and Duty to cooperate sections. 

The soundness is a matter of opinion and is up for debate. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

See Section 41 Greenbelt submission. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

I reserve  the right to be informed of the possibility of attending the inspection phase. 

Policy 41: Green  Belt 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Again, Legally compliant and Duty to cooperate are the Council's responsibility. 

The soundness aspect  is subject  to discussion and objection by residents. 

 

 

This may be a duplicate posting as there appears  to be multiple reports  that can be responded to with some not being seen by the inspector  - this has 

been  very confusing. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

Greenbelt Response 

From report (314 pages!!): 

https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/media/6897/South-Tyneside-Green-Belt-Study-November-2023/pdf/Green_Belt_Study_2023.pdf?m=638400437402200000 

 

Report section  1.5 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states  in Paragraphs  139 and 140 that Green Belt boundaries  should only be altered

LP1891 - Douglas Shearer



where exceptional circumstances are fully evidenced and justified, through the preparation or updating of plans. 

And 

‘inappropriate development  is, by definition, harmful to the Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special circumstances…” 

This and multiple other regulations  mitigate against ANY development  on the Greenbelt. 

Relative Scale: 

3.9 A scale of four harm ratings is used: Very High, High, Moderate  and Low/No 

This is based on “Professional judgement” 

There does not seem  to be any criteria mention of harm to existing dwellings and their residents?  (so criteria are set up to ignore the views of residents?) 

Greenbelt Harm areas  from part of report based on 1 aspect: 

Current housebuilding opposite Fellgate, filling in the area opposite the A194 does not get a mention and is already giving a feeling of being hemmed  in. 

Initial possibility would be to have all the No/Low impact areas  developed rather than the Moderate  of Fellgate and making use of areas  that have the 

shortest possible boundaries  with existing properties  and have the protection  of existing residents  given a lot more weight! 

 

Much mention on the current plan of new development  having “vistas” and “varied density of housing” with sufficient resources and facilities for 

new purchasers. 

 

There is no real mention of current dwellings and loss of THEIR vistas, increased  pressure on THEIR facilities in the area or compensatory changes  to 

mitigate the effects  on THEM of any building on Greenbelt! 

Chapter 5 does mention this aspect  in minimal detail, mainly in terms of biodiversity etc. but it depends  how seriously this will be acted on and how 

existing residents  would be communicated with and protected? 

The new issue of Biodiversity Net Gain may be relevant? 

 

This aspect  of the plan has been  totally neglected  and could get residents  more accepting if strong protection  and compensatory activities were included 

and agreed up front. 

The Council should have demonstrated this at the meetings (Jan 2024) and this would likely have had a great positive effect on attitudes. 

 

Appendix C of the report, purports to list more examples  of such options. 

From p.277/8 

Various measures are proposed  but nothing about protection  of existing residents  and their vistas, traffic, increased  pressure on public transport,  flood 

prevention already in place and safety aspects. 

 

I believe any developer coming along will aim to make maximum profit whilst totally ignoring anything they are not forced to do by the Local Authority. 

Any thought of compensatory works to protect  the rights of current residents  will also be ignored and this cannot be allowed to happen! 

In that sense,  the LA plan is critical and compensatory works must be communicated and decided in conjunction  with existing residents,  planned in detail 

and rigorously imposed on the developers. 

 

Doug Shearer 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

I reserve  the right to be contacted and to attend the oral part of the examination. 

Your personal details 

 

What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Mr Douglas Shearer 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address?



Address: 

 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD3Y-C 

 
Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-06 18:44:27 

 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy 41: Green  Belt 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

I object  to the current proposals  to build on Fellgate Greenbelt and my attachment sets out my objections and proposals  to change this area of the plan. 

 

Greenbelt Response 

From report (314 pages!!): 

https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/media/6897/South-Tyneside-Green-Belt-Study-November-2023/pdf/Green_Belt_Study_2023.pdf?m=638400437402200000 

 

Report section  1.5 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states  in Paragraphs  139 and 140 that Green Belt boundaries  should only be altered 

where exceptional circumstances are fully evidenced and justified, through the preparation or updating of plans. 

And 

‘inappropriate development  is, by definition, harmful to the Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special circumstances…” 

This and multiple other regulations  mitigate against ANY development  on the Greenbelt. 

Relative Scale: 

3.9 A scale of four harm ratings is used: Very High, High, Moderate  and Low/No 

This is based on “Professional judgement” 

There does not seem  to be any criteria mention of harm to existing dwellings and their residents?  (so criteria are set up to ignore the views of residents?) 

Greenbelt Harm areas  from part of report based on 1 aspect: 

Picture deleted but comes  from the report mentioned  above 

 

Current housebuilding opposite Fellgate, filling in the area opposite the A194 does not get a mention and is already giving a feeling of being hemmed  in.



Initial possibility would be to have all the No/Low impact areas  developed rather than the Moderate  of Fellgate and making use of areas  that have the 

shortest possible boundaries  with existing properties  and have the protection  of existing residents  given a lot more weight! 

 

Much mention on the current plan of new development  having “vistas” and “varied density of housing” with sufficient resources and facilities for 

new purchasers. 

 

There is no real mention of current dwellings and loss of THEIR vistas, increased  pressure on THEIR facilities in the area or compensatory changes  to 

mitigate the effects  on THEM of any building on Greenbelt! 

 

Chapter 5 does mention this aspect  in minimal detail, mainly in terms of biodiversity etc. but it depends  how seriously this will be acted on and how 

existing residents  would be communicated with and protected? 

 

This aspect  of the plan has been  totally neglected  and could get residents  more accepting if strong protection  and compensatory activities were included 

and agreed up front. 

The Council should have demonstrated this at the meetings (Jan 2024) and this would likely have had a great positive effect on attitudes. 

 

Appendix C of the report, purports to list more examples  of such options. 

From p.277/8 

Various measures are proposed  but nothing about protection  of existing residents  and their vistas, traffic, increased  pressure on public transport,  flood 

prevention already in place and safety aspects. 

 

I believe any developer coming along will aim to make maximum profit whilst totally ignoring anything they are not forced to do by the Local Authority. 

Any thought of compensatory works to protect  the rights of current residents  will also be ignored and this cannot be allowed to happen! 

In that sense,  the LA plan is critical and compensatory works must be communicated and decided in conjunction  with existing residents,  planned in detail 

and rigorously imposed on the developers. 

 

Doug Shearer 

doug.shearer@gmail.com 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

See previous box.. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

I reserve  the right to be contacted to see if I can attend. 

Your personal details 

 

What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Mr Douglas Shearer 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TDGA-8 

 
Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-01-25 21:15:15 

 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

I have to assume  that the plan has been  prepared  in a legal manner due to the massive amount of information provided. The job of the Council is to 

review the legal framework and comply with it therefore it is the Council Officers responsibility (which should be checked by the inspector) to ensure  this 

aspect  has been  properly completed. 

Again, regarding cooperation it is the Officers duty to ensure  this has been  done and the Inspector  to verify. 

It is in the soundness aspect  where I make my comments. 

Our comments concern  the Fellgate area. 

We made a previous submission  on this platform in 2022  which appear to have been  ignored, especially regarding the sanctity of Greenbelt and 

everything that flows from that. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

The overarching issue is that of the sanctity of the Greenbelt which has been  held to apply for the 47 years we have lived here. 

We continue to believe that there should be no development  on this area. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

I may wish to attend and require to be informed of my ability to do so. 

Chapter 2: Context 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP1: Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate?



Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP8: Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

See chapter 1 as this applies to all questions. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

• We continue to object  to any development  on the Greenbelt. 

• The SLR of 2018  stated that this area was "Not suitable for development" - nothing has changed. 

• We do not understand how the term "sustainable" can be used for any development  as it will require ongoing resources. 

• We accept that a plan is needed  to avoid speculative development. 

• The current offering has, we believe, major flaws and does not appear to have been  generated by actually looking at potential issues "on the ground". 

• This will produce longer term problems  if the comments below are, again, ignored and we really hope that residents  suggestions will be acted on. 

 

Comments based on: 

http://tinyurl.com/FellgateGrowthArea 

 

Traffic 

• This is the most critical issue as it will have serious impact on the existing estate due to the likelihood of perhaps  an extra 2400  or more vehicles (maybe 

2 per property as a conservative estimate?)  trying to get in and out. 

• There is only ONE supplementary roundabout proposed,  discharging onto an already busy (and in our view already dangerous)  Mill Lane which is due to 

vehicles encroaching on the inside lane whilst heading towards White Mare Pool. 

• The current proposal shows an additional TWO roundabouts and ONE junction on the Southern side of Durham Drive which is unacceptable for the 

following reasons: 

◦ This area is plagued by parked vehicles often reducing the road to one lane for substantial  random distances. 

◦ This can only be resolved by creating additional lay-bys/parking on either or both sides of the road. 

◦ Vehicles from any new housing will likely want to access  the A19 using a “rat run” of Fellgate Avenue (already busy at peak times) and producing more 

traffic on Durham Drive. 

◦ The current 20 MPH speed limit is blatantly ignored by many vehicles and there has been  (as far as we are aware) no surveys or enforcement action. 

This problem would likely be further aggravated by more traffic. 

◦ The issue of routes to Fellgate Metro would be certain to cause more traffic and parking issues as the current spaces  are already full during the day with 

restrictions  in place to protect  nearby residential streets. 

 

One solution to some this would be to create  a route direct to A184 which, as well as reducing traffic on Durham Drive and local roads would make it 

much more convenient  for users to get to main travelling routes and local amenities  such as supermarkets nearby. 

This would remove the need for multiple access  routes onto Fellgate apart from the obvious need for a local route to Fellgate Metro (but restricted  to 

pedestrians/cyclists and buses  ONLY with suitable enforcement measures)



Flooding 

Substantial  work has been  done to protect  Fellgate from floods, which we are grateful for and we assume  this will help avoid any further problems  on the 

estate. 

We are very concerned (SUDS standards  accepted)  that the design of any development  would disrupt this plan and need reassurance that any additional 

housing would not affect drainage conditions. 

We would expect that the existing flood basins would be able to be extended  and space must be left so that they can be joined up if necessary. No 

building should be done that would prevent future flood prevention measures as no one can be certain of conditions in the future. 

This brings us on to… 

 

Separation  and Density 

To be fair to both existing and any new residents,  create  acceptable separation and retain view aspects  for as many as possible we suggest (as in our 

previous submission,  apparently ignored?): 

• The best solution would be to have a new estate with the planned for facilities either to the East, West or South of any encroachment of Greenbelt. 

• The high density area should be moved as far to the East as possible on the current proposal. 

• Adequate separation with the absolute  minimum being the area proposed  to allow for the flood basins to be joined up (20m?) along the entire length of 

Durham Drive. This should be screened by the existing hedges. This would give maximum possible privacy to all residents  and retain some sort of visual 

aspect  (which is mentioned  for the low density area with large vistas across  the fields whilst being denied to existing residents) 

• We remain uncertain about the “new frontages” mentioned  in the document  (3.3.3 Site Opportunities) but assume  it relates  to the previous point? 

• No high density homes  should be more than 2 storeys as this would produce unacceptable encroachment on current residents  views. 

 

Paths and access 

• The Western green space, pylon zone and Eastern green space should be joined with a coherent path system, specifically from the pylon area to the 

Eastern green space. 

• The paths will need two separate routes with cyclists confined to their own for safety reasons (often ignored!) 

• There should be access  for existing residents  to any and all green spaces  proposed. 

• Current green spaces  are not easily accessible and some have been  abused  in the past. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Again,  I may wish to attend and require to be considered  if this is necessary 

Policy 41: Green  Belt 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 

What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Mr Douglas Shearer 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation:



What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 



Greenbelt Response 

From report (314 pages!!): 

https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/media/6897/South-Tyneside-Green-Belt-Study-November-

2023/pdf/Green_Belt_Study_2023.pdf?m=638400437402200000 

 

Report section 1.5 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states in Paragraphs 139 and 

140 that Green Belt boundaries should only be altered where exceptional circumstances are fully 

evidenced and justified, through the preparation or updating of plans. 

And 

‘inappropriate development is, by definition, harmful to the Green Belt and should not be approved 

except in very special circumstances…” 

 

This and multiple other regulations mitigate against ANY development on the Greenbelt. 

 

Relative Scale: 

3.9 A scale of four harm ratings is used: Very High, High, Moderate and Low/No 

This is based on “Professional judgement” 

There does not seem to be any criteria mention of harm to existing dwellings and their residents? 

(so criteria are set up to ignore the views of residents?) 

 

Greenbelt Harm areas from part of report based on 1 aspect: 

 

 

Current housebuilding opposite Fellgate, filling in the area opposite the A194 does not get a 

mention and is already giving a feeling of being hemmed in. 

 

Initial possibility would be to have all the No/Low impact areas developed rather than the Moderate 

of Fellgate and making use of areas that have the shortest possible boundaries with existing 

properties and have the protection of existing residents given a lot more weight! 

 

Much mention on the current plan of new development having “vistas” and “varied density of 

housing” with sufficient resources and facilities for new purchasers. 

 

There is no real mention of current dwellings and loss of THEIR vistas, increased pressure on 

THEIR facilities in the area or compensatory changes to mitigate the effects on THEM of any 

building on Greenbelt! 



Chapter 5 does mention this aspect in minimal detail, mainly in terms of biodiversity etc. but it 

depends how seriously this will be acted on and how existing residents would be communicated 

with and protected? 

 

This aspect of the plan has been totally neglected and could get residents more accepting if strong 

protection and compensatory activities were included and agreed up front. 

The Council should have demonstrated this at the meetings (Jan 2024) and this would likely have 

had a great positive effect on attitudes. 

 

Appendix C of the report, purports to list more examples of such options. 

From p.277/8 

Various measures are proposed but nothing about protection of existing residents and their vistas, 

traffic, increased pressure on public transport, flood prevention already in place and safety aspects. 

 

I believe any developer coming along will aim to make maximum profit whilst totally ignoring 

anything they are not forced to do by the Local Authority. 

 

Any thought of compensatory works to protect the rights of current residents will also be ignored 

and this cannot be allowed to happen! 

 

In that sense, the LA plan is critical and compensatory works must be communicated and decided in 

conjunction with existing residents, planned in detail and rigorously imposed on the developers. 

 

 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TDG5-V 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-01 00:06:56 

 

Policy SP8: Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

The road network is currently gridlock in this area. In rush hour Fellgate Avenue is backed up to durham drive. One of the exits from the development will 

lead onto durham drive - this will not be sustainable. 

the a194 is backed up to the fellgate entrance from white mere pool during peak times. this is a sidaster waiting to happen. the road network is not fit for 

purpose. Move the site to land adjacent to the a184 with full access to testos. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

move of plan to land adjacent to a184 with full access to testos. the current plan is not fit for purpose 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 

Name: 

gavin craig 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

GAV CRAIG 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 

LP1892 - Gavin Craig



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TDGV-W 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-01 13:35:18 

 

Policy SP16: Housing Supply and Delivery 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

The Local Plan stresses the need for housing to be accessible and affordable for our residents. This is a laudable aim. South Tyneside already has  a good 

supply of affordable homes, and the increase will ensure their continued availability. However, the area is poorly  served in terms of homes in the higher 

council tax brackets. There will be professional workers moving into the area to work at expanding sites  such as AMAP. If they cannot access preferred 

homes in South Tyneside they will choose to live in Newcastle, Gateshead or Sunderland. If we are to encourage a population with a diverse skill set that 

can contribute to our local businesses, we need to offer  high quality housing for all budgets. 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Dr Paul Andrew 

 

What is your email address? 

 
Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 
Resident or Member of the General Public 

 
Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 

LP1893 - Paul Andrew 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TDGW-X 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-02 08:06:28 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 
Name: 

Malcolm McKenzie 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 
Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 
Address: 

 

LP1894 - Malcolm Mckenzie 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TDGQ-R 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-02 10:08:06 

 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 
Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say  why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Chapter 2: Context 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 
Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say  why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Chapter 3: Spatial Vision and Strategic Objectives 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 
Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Yes 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

Yes 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.:
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Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say  why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP1:  Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 
Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say  why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP8:  Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 
Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say  why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

The plan to destroy the green belt by the provision of 1200 houses, shops, healthcare facilities and school will be disastrous to the existing residents. 

Fellgate Avenue and Hedworth Lane are congested at peak times and Durham Drive can be like a race track. Even if one considers 50% of homes would 

have their own cars, that would predict 600 extra vehicles to the area. In addition the proposal suggests increased public transport which would increase 

the traffic and pollution issues which currently exist. Parking at Fellgate Metro is minimal and the suggested plan could lead to increased inappropriate 

parking around the area. The proposal seems to assume that residents would all want to walk to the metro! 

The whole idea is a disaster for existing residents. Loss of green belt and the destruction of local habitats, along with the pollution caused by increased 

traffic will have severe impact on physical and mental health of us  all. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy 3: Pollution 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 
Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate:



If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say  why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 
Name: 

Carol Robson 

 

What is your email address? 

 
Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 
Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 
Address: 

 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD3E-R 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-03 06:57:35 

 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

There will be too much traffic for the estate with only one exit from  Durham Drive and one via Hedworth. This means that with extra housing it will be 

gridlocked all the time. 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

No modifications as Im not agreeing to it at all 

 
If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Chapter 2: Context 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Ive told you this in the previous section 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Chapter 3: Spatial Vision and Strategic Objectives 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No
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Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 
 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP1: Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP2: Strategy for Sustainable Development to meet identified needs 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP3: Spatial Strategy for Sustainable Development 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No



Support or Object - Sound: 

No 
 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP4: Housing Allocations in the Main Urban Area 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP5: Former Brinkburn Comprehensive School 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP6: Land at former Chuter  Ede Education Centre 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate?



Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 
 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP7: Urban and Village Sustainable Growth  Areas 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP8: Fellgate Sustainable Growth  Area 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

As I mentioned in the first section. My views  relate to Fellgate area 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP9: Strategic Vision for South Shields Town Centre  Regeneration



Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Policy SP12: Fowler Street Improvement Area 

 

 

 

 

Policy SP10: South Shields Riverside Regeneration Area 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP11: South Shields Town Centre  College Regeneration Site 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate?



Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Policy 1: Promoting Healthy Communities 

 

 

 

 

Policy SP13: Foreshore Improvement Area 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP14: Wardley Colliery 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate?



Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

 

 

 

Policy 2: Air Quality 

 
Do you consider that  the element of the Local  Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more  than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please set out what  modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any  non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any  policy  or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 
Name: 

Christopher Horne 

 

What is your email address? 

 
Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 
Address: 

 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD36-9 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-04 17:33:41 

 

Chapter 3: Spatial Vision and Strategic Objectives 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Please take the following comments as my objection to the plans for an unsustainable  amount of new houses in East Boldon. 

Your plans are not consistent with the National Planning Framework. 

Your plan does not state the number final number of houses planned for the area. 

I do not believe the current number of facilities such as doctors, schools and other amenities are factored into the swell in population that such a large 

increase in housing will bring about. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Ashley Westall 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 

LP1897 - Ashley Westall



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD3H-U 

 
Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-05 20:19:55 

 

Chapter 3: Spatial Vision and Strategic Objectives 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

1. SP2 –Strategy for Sustainable development  to meet identified need 

Object to 2.2 – the basis for the calculation of the number  of new homes  proposed  is not sound or credible. 

It uses out of date statistics to calculate the number  of homes  needed  and this results in an overestimate. The number  of homes  proposed  is based on 

the 2014  household  projections, which have been  shown to be an overestimate by the 2021  Census. 

2. SP3 Spatial Strategy for sustainable development 

Object to 3.2- the policy has not been  positively prepared  to deliver sustainable development  in the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan area. 

There are currently 1,860  homes  in the EBNP area and the addition of 474 new homes  will bring an unsustainable level of growth which will have a 

detrimental  impact on the local infrastructure of the area and on the distinctive character of the village. 

Object to 3.4 – the policy is not justified, uses out of date evidence and exceptional circumstances case to amend the Green Belt boundary has not been 

made. 

The issue was considered  by the Independent  Examiner for the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan, who considered  that it was appropriate  to retain the 

Green Belt around the village in order to meet housing need in the plan area. 

 

3. SP7: Urban and Village sustainable Growth Areas 

Object to GA2 – Land at North Farm This proposal is not justified and is not effective in delivering sustainable development. 

It is in conflict with the adopted East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan as it is outside the settlement boundary approved in the plan. The Green Belt Review 

Site Assessment for this site is not correct as it says development  will only have a moderate impact. 263 new homes  on the site will have a considerable 

impact as evidenced by the Traffic Assessment and Infrastructure development  Plan. 

 

4. SP16 Housing Supply and Delivery 

Object to 16.2 – Provision of at least 263 homes  in the EBNP area -the policy is not sound or justified. 

This figure does not include 202 homes  given conditional approval at Cleadon Lane or 9 homes  with permission  at Mayflower Glass. It is not based on 

housing need but on an arbitrary allocation of land. The total number  of new homes  planned will result in 26% increase  in the size of the village and as 

result the distinctiveness  of the village will be lost. The infrastructure of the village is inappropriate  for this increase  in size. 

 

 

GA2 Land at North Farm, Boker Lane, Boldon (263 houses) 

 

This proposal is not justified and is not effective in delivering sustainable development. We object  to this site being allocated for housing for the following 

reasons: 

 

CONTRADICTION OF THE NEIGHBOURHOOD  PLAN 

The development  of the site is a major reversal of the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan agreed at referendum in 2021. 

 

LOSS OF VILLAGE IDENTITY 

The Green Belt Review Site Assessment undervalues the importance of the site. 

 

The development  of the site will reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between  Boldon and South Shields and the open space and separation along Boker 

Lane will be lost, effectively merging East and West Boldon. 

 

INCREASED RISK OF FLOODING 

There is a risk of surface  water flooding for this site (it is located within Flood Zones 2 and 3) and the development  of the site will have significant negative 

effects  towards the climate change objective. 

 

DAMAGE TO THE ENVIRONMENT 

The site is within the wildlife corridor, is located within 5Om of a SSSI and 250 m of a local wildlife site and nature reserve.  The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 

states  that a significant negative effect is expected in relation to the objective of conserving and enhancing biodiversity.

LP1898 - Steve Wilson



LOSS OF AGRICULTURAL LAND 

The development  of the site which is in agricultural use would result in the loss of Grade 3 agricultural land and the SA states  that is therefore considered 

to have a significant negative effect in relation to the objective of protecting our soils and promoting efficient land use. 

 

OVERLOAD ON INFRASTRUCTURE 

The development  of 263 houses  on this site will have a major impact on the infrastructure of the village including the need for an extra 66 extra primary 

school places and 33 extra secondary  school places. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan indicates a lack of capacity in local primary schools. 

 

EXTREME INCREASE IN TRAFFIC - ALREADY OVER CAPACITY 

The Traffic Capacity Assessment shows that the site would contribute  significant additional capacity through the A184/ Boker Lane junction, which is 

already over capacity at the evening peak. When the impact of full barrier closure at the Tilesheds level crossing is included the impact on this junction is 

even greater.  Similar impact is forecast for the Sunderland Road/ Station Road junction. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 

What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Steve Wilson 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 

 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD31-4 

 
Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-05 20:18:34 

 

Chapter 3: Spatial Vision and Strategic Objectives 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

1. SP2 –Strategy for Sustainable development  to meet identified need 

Object to 2.2 – the basis for the calculation of the number  of new homes  proposed  is not sound or credible. 

It uses out of date statistics to calculate the number  of homes  needed  and this results in an overestimate. The number  of homes  proposed  is based on 

the 2014  household  projections, which have been  shown to be an overestimate by the 2021  Census. 

2. SP3 Spatial Strategy for sustainable development 

Object to 3.2- the policy has not been  positively prepared  to deliver sustainable development  in the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan area. 

There are currently 1,860  homes  in the EBNP area and the addition of 474 new homes  will bring an unsustainable level of growth which will have a 

detrimental  impact on the local infrastructure of the area and on the distinctive character of the village. 

Object to 3.4 – the policy is not justified, uses out of date evidence and exceptional circumstances case to amend the Green Belt boundary has not been 

made. 

The issue was considered  by the Independent  Examiner for the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan, who considered  that it was appropriate  to retain the 

Green Belt around the village in order to meet housing need in the plan area. 

 

3. SP7: Urban and Village sustainable Growth Areas 

Object to GA2 – Land at North Farm This proposal is not justified and is not effective in delivering sustainable development. 

It is in conflict with the adopted East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan as it is outside the settlement boundary approved in the plan. The Green Belt Review 

Site Assessment for this site is not correct as it says development  will only have a moderate impact. 263 new homes  on the site will have a considerable 

impact as evidenced by the Traffic Assessment and Infrastructure development  Plan. 

 

4. SP16 Housing Supply and Delivery 

Object to 16.2 – Provision of at least 263 homes  in the EBNP area -the policy is not sound or justified. 

This figure does not include 202 homes  given conditional approval at Cleadon Lane or 9 homes  with permission  at Mayflower Glass. It is not based on 

housing need but on an arbitrary allocation of land. The total number  of new homes  planned will result in 26% increase  in the size of the village and as 

result the distinctiveness  of the village will be lost. The infrastructure of the village is inappropriate  for this increase  in size. 

 

 

GA2 Land at North Farm, Boker Lane, Boldon (263 houses) 

 

This proposal is not justified and is not effective in delivering sustainable development. We object  to this site being allocated for housing for the following 

reasons: 

 

CONTRADICTION OF THE NEIGHBOURHOOD  PLAN 

The development  of the site is a major reversal of the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan agreed at referendum in 2021. 

 

LOSS OF VILLAGE IDENTITY 

The Green Belt Review Site Assessment undervalues the importance of the site. 

 

The development  of the site will reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between  Boldon and South Shields and the open space and separation along Boker 

Lane will be lost, effectively merging East and West Boldon. 

 

INCREASED RISK OF FLOODING 

There is a risk of surface  water flooding for this site (it is located within Flood Zones 2 and 3) and the development  of the site will have significant negative 

effects  towards the climate change objective. 

 

DAMAGE TO THE ENVIRONMENT 

The site is within the wildlife corridor, is located within 5Om of a SSSI and 250 m of a local wildlife site and nature reserve.  The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 

states  that a significant negative effect is expected in relation to the objective of conserving and enhancing biodiversity.



LOSS OF AGRICULTURAL LAND 

The development  of the site which is in agricultural use would result in the loss of Grade 3 agricultural land and the SA states  that is therefore considered 

to have a significant negative effect in relation to the objective of protecting our soils and promoting efficient land use. 

 

OVERLOAD ON INFRASTRUCTURE 

The development  of 263 houses  on this site will have a major impact on the infrastructure of the village including the need for an extra 66 extra primary 

school places and 33 extra secondary  school places. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan indicates a lack of capacity in local primary schools. 

 

EXTREME INCREASE IN TRAFFIC - ALREADY OVER CAPACITY 

The Traffic Capacity Assessment shows that the site would contribute  significant additional capacity through the A184/ Boker Lane junction, which is 

already over capacity at the evening peak. When the impact of full barrier closure at the Tilesheds level crossing is included the impact on this junction is 

even greater.  Similar impact is forecast for the Sunderland Road/ Station Road junction. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 

What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Steve Wilson 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 

 



LP1900 - Malcolm Bawn
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Response ID BHLF-5JMM-6ZY2-M

Submitted to Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area Supplementary Planning Document: Scoping Report
Submitted on 2024-02-28 14:47:35

Have your say

1  Do you have any comments to make in relation to the Scoping Report?

Comments:

We oppose the Local Plan in its current form and would ask you to take the following into consideration.

On Thursday 18 January we attended a Local Plan Public Consultation meeting to discuss the proposal to build 1200 houses on land at Fellgate.

In 2022 a proposal of 1200 houses to be built at Fellgate was put forward to the residents and many objections were raised. At that time we were assured
by our local councillors that "GREEN BELT LAND IS SACROSANCT". This was prior to a local election. No response was made to our objections and in fact
nothing more was heard for 2 years. Now post local election it seems that GREEN BELT LAND IS NO LONGER SACROSANCT.

On 18 January 2024 we were told that changes had been made to the Plan, Cleadon, Whitburn and the Boldons had been taken out but 1200 houses to
be built on Fellgate remain. Obviously the objections raised in 2022 by residents of Cleadon, Whitburn and the Boldons had been listened to and their
objections overturned the decision to build there, the employment of a barrister to endorse their objections no doubt made a difference. Therefore we
presume that our objections made in 2022 did not matter and were ignored. We are told that the objections raised in 2022 will not be considered and we
must all object again. Are we to believe that they will matter this time.

The Plan is to build on what is now designated a green belt and is currently agricultural farmland which has been farmed by the same family for 5
generations. The farmer is devastated by this decision and rightly so. Is Fellgate farmland, which is currently cultivated, less important than lots of empty
fields in Cleadon Whitburn and the Boldons. We were told by the planners that the Fellgate green belt is less important than the land at Cleadon,
Whitburn and the Boldons which can be kept as green space. We find it ludicrous that you say the numerous areas of empty fields and scrub land around
Cleadon, Whitburn and the Boldons are more important than land at Fellgate which is in agricultural use and we have been advised is of a high grade
quality. Might the reason not be that this land is much more expensive than at Fellgate which makes it a cheaper and easier option for the builder and the
Council. We were very perturbed to learn that this development included multi-storey dwellings which are not in keeping with the existing dwellings. This
proposal will leave Fellgate without any green space buffer between what is already a very large housing estate of over 1200 houses plus a further 1200
house build. Why is it not possible to allow a green space buffer between the existing estate and the new development by moving the house build toward
the A184 road thereby ensuring a fair share of green space for everyone. The provision of green belt is to contain urban sprawl by keeping land
permanently open, putting less pressure on existing traffic congestion and air quality. We should protect natural and human systems from the negative
impact of climate change by limiting the scope of urban development. Does South Tyneside Council not agree with this fact.

Fellgate has a history of flooding problems and has suffered extensively in the past. In 2012 175 properties were affected by flooding. In 2016
Northumbria Water took over part of the farmland to install a floods defence system. Have flood risks been reviewed against the potential impacts of the
proposed development. There is a massive difference between flooding on agricultural land and the risk to over 2400 properties.

We are told that Durham Drive will be accessed from the new development by two locations with the possibility of at least a further 1200 cars with access
to what is even now more often than not a one lane road because of so many parked cars. The Durham Drive perimeter road is already a nightmare to
circumnavigate and the A194 and Fellgate Avenue are already gridlocked daily during peak times. The Metro car park is already oversubscribed and
restricted parking areas are already in place so Durham Drive will become the only place to park when using the Metro. There is currently house building
taking place opposite Fellgate estate onto the A194 - more urban sprawl and more traffic.

We would like to ask how many of the senior South Tyneside officials live in Cleadon, Whitburn and the Boldons (whose green space is apparently much
more important than ours) and how many live in Fellgate and will have to suffer the consequences of their decision.

Please acknowledge receipt of this email.

2  What is your name?

Name:
John & Linda Winter

3  What is your email address?

Email:

4  What is your organisation?

Resident of member of the general public

Organisation:



LP1902- Alison Donnison



LP1903- S H Gardner



LP 1904 - A Ball





LP1905- Peter Dewar



LP1906 - Environment Agency



 

Spatial Planning 
Development Services 
Economic Regeneration  
South Tyneside Council 
Town Hall and Civic Offices 
Westoe Road 
South Shields 
NE33 2RL 
 
 
 
 

Our ref: DN/2006/000319/CS-
05/SB1-L01 
Your ref:  
 
Date:  1 February 2024 
 
 

 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan (2023-2040) consultation 
 
Thank you for referring the above local plan document for the Environment Agency 
to review. We have the following comments to make. 
 
We have reviewed the Proposed Publication Draft Local Plan Document and we 
consider it to be sound. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions regarding this letter.  
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
Louise Tait 
Planning Advisor 
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From: SM-MMO-Consultations (MMO) 

Sent: 26 January 2024 15:53
To: Local Plan
Subject: FW: South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan (Regulation 19) public consultation

 
 

*** WARNING - This message has originated from outside the Council. Do not provide any login or 
password details if requested. Do not click on any links or attachments unless you are sure that the 
content is safe. If you are unsure about this email or its content forward it to: 
email.quarantine@southtyneside.gov.uk, clearly stating your concerns in the email *** 

 
 

 

Dear South Tyneside Council Planning team, 

I am writing to confirm you received our MMO standard response for this consultation? If not, please see 
below. I don’t believe any further comment is required from the MMO regarding the draft local plan as 
there is a sound understanding of the North East Marine Plan, overlap between the terrestrial and marine 
environments and how the North East Marine Plan policies align with the new local plan policies. 

We appreciate the work that has gone into this inclusion from the regular MMO and South Tyneside 
Council meetings to the specific policies put forward in order for us to assist in the integration of the 
marine elements. We have received your comments on those North East Marine Plan policies which were 
not included and this feedback will help inform further work in the marine and terrestrial space. 

As the local plan development process continues, if other aspects arise which may impact the coastal or 
marine environment, further alignments could be made with the marine environment by referring to the 
North East Marine Plan policies or including ‘blue’ terminology. It is also important to remember to take a 
whole-plan approach when informing decisions that may affect the marine environment, looking at all our 
policies together, rather than in isolation. 

Thank you for your cooperation during your local plan development process and we look forward to 
continuing working with you. 

Many thanks, 

The Marine Management Organisation 

  

Marine Management Organisation Functions 

The MMO is a non-departmental public body responsible for the management of England’s marine area on 
behalf of the UK government. The MMO’s delivery functions are: marine planning, marine licensing, 

LP1907 - The Marine Management Organisation
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wildlife licensing and enforcement, marine protected area management, marine emergencies, fisheries 
management and issuing grants. 

  

Marine Planning and Local Plan development 

Under delegation from the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (the marine planning 
authority), the MMO is responsible for preparing marine plans for English inshore and offshore waters. At 
its landward extent, a marine plan will apply up to the Mean High Water Springs (MHWS) mark, which 
includes the tidal extent of any rivers. As marine plan boundaries extend up to the level of MHWS, there 
will be an overlap with terrestrial plans, which generally extend to the Mean Low Water Springs (MLWS) 
mark. To work together in this overlap, the Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) 
created the Coastal Concordat. This is a framework enabling decision-makers to co-ordinate processes for 
coastal development consents. It is designed to streamline the process where multiple consents are required 
from numerous decision-makers, thereby saving time and resources. Defra encourage coastal authorities to 
sign up as it provides a road map to simplify the process of consenting a development, which may require 
both a terrestrial planning consent and a marine licence. Furthermore, marine plans inform and guide 
decision-makers on development in marine and coastal areas. 

Under Section 58(3) of Marine and Coastal Access Act (MCAA) 2009 all public authorities making 
decisions capable of affecting the UK marine area (but which are not for authorisation or enforcement) must 
have regard to the relevant marine plan and the UK Marine Policy Statement. This includes local authorities 
developing planning documents for areas with a coastal influence. We advise that all marine plan objectives 
and policies are taken into consideration by local planning authorities when plan-making. It is important to 
note that individual marine plan policies do not work in isolation, and decision-makers should consider a 
whole-plan approach. Local authorities may also wish to refer to our online guidance and the Planning 
Advisory Service: soundness self-assessment checklist. We have also produced a guidance note aimed at 
local authorities who wish to consider how local plans could have regard to marine plans. For any other 
information please contact your local marine planning officer. You can find their details on our gov.uk page. 
  
See this map on our website to locate the marine plan areas in England. For further information on how to 
apply the marine plans and the subsequent policies, please visit our Explore Marine Plans online digital 
service. 
  
The adoption of the North East, North West, South East, and South West Marine Plans in 2021 follows the 
adoption of the East Marine Plans in 2014 and the South Marine Plans in 2018. All marine plans for English 
waters are a material consideration for public authorities with decision-making functions and provide a 
framework for integrated plan-led management. 
  
Marine Licensing and consultation requests below MHWS 

Activities taking place below MHWS (which includes the tidal influence/limit of any river or estuary) may 
require a marine licence in accordance with the MCAA. Such activities include the construction, alteration 
or improvement of any works, dredging, or a deposit or removal of a substance or object. Activities between 
MHWS and MLWS may also require a local authority planning permission. Such permissions would need 
to be in accordance with the relevant marine plan under section 58(1) of the MCAA. Local authorities may 
wish to refer to our marine licensing guide for local planning authorities for more detailed information. We 
have produced a guidance note (worked example) on the decision-making process under S58(1) of MCAA, 
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which decision-makers may find useful. The licensing team can be contacted at: 

  

Consultation requests for development above MHWS 

If you are requesting a consultee response from the MMO on a planning application, which your authority 
considers will affect the UK marine area, please consider the following points: 

 The UK Marine Policy Statement and relevant marine plan are material considerations for decision-
making, but Local Plans may be a more relevant consideration in certain circumstances. This is 
because a marine plan is not a ‘development plan’ under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004. Local planning authorities will wish to consider this when determining whether a planning 
application above MHWS should be referred to the MMO for a consultee response. 

 It is for the relevant decision-maker to ensure s58 of MCAA has been considered as part of the 
decision-making process. If a public authority takes a decision under s58(1) of MCAA that is not in 
accordance with a marine plan, then the authority must state its reasons under s58(2) of the same 
Act. 

 If the MMO does not respond to specific consultation requests then please use the above guidance to 
assist in making a determination on any planning application. 

  

Minerals and Waste Local Plans and Local Aggregate Assessments  

If you are consulting on a minerals and waste local plan or local aggregate assessment, the MMO 
recommends reference to marine aggregates, and to the documents below, to be included: 

 The Marine Policy Statement (MPS), Section 3.5 which highlights the importance of marine 
aggregates and its supply to England’s (and the UK’s) construction industry.  

 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), which sets out policies for national (England) 
construction mineral supply. 

 The minerals planning practice guidance which includes specific references to the role of marine 
aggregates in the wider portfolio of supply. 

 The national and regional guidelines for aggregates provision in England 2005-2020 predict likely 
aggregate demand over this period, including marine supply.  

The minerals planning practice guidance requires local mineral planning authorities to prepare Local 
Aggregate Assessments. These assessments must consider the opportunities and constraints of all mineral 
supplies into their planning regions – including marine sources. This means that even land-locked counties 
may have to consider the role that marine-sourced supplies (delivered by rail or river) have – particularly 
where land-based resources are becoming increasingly constrained.  
  

If you wish to contact the MMO regarding our response, please email us at 
consultations@marinemanagement.org.uk or telephone us on 0208 0265 325. 
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Amy Fielding | Marine Planner (North East) | Marine Management Organisation  

 
The consultation for the East Statement of Public Participation opened on 15 January 2024. The 
consultation closes on 12 February 2024. Have your say at https://consult.defra.gov.uk/mmo/east-
marine-plan-spp 
  
  
To receive marine planning updates and our newsletter enter your details here 
  
Our MMO Values: Together we are Accountable, Innovative, Engaging and Inclusive 
Website   Blog   Twitter   Facebook   LinkedIn   YouTube 
  

 
  

  

  
  

From: Local Plan <Local.Plan@southtyneside.gov.uk>  
Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 11:04 AM 
Subject: South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan (Regulation 19) public consultation 
  

Dear Sir / Madam 
  
South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan (Regulation 19) public consultation 
  
South Tyneside Council has prepared a Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 for consultation in accordance with 
Regulation 19 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012.   

A Local Plan sets out the vision and a spatial framework for the future development of a Local Authority area within 
a plan period.  Local Plans address the needs and opportunities in relation to housing, the economy, community 
facilities and infrastructure.  They also act as a basis for protecting and enhancing the natural environment, adapting 
to climate change, and securing good design.   

As a statutory consultee or as someone who has previously requested your details are retained on our consultee 
database, I am writing to inform you that public consultation on our Local Plan has been extended by 1 week.  
  
The consultation will now run for 7 weeks from 15th January – Sunday 3rd March 2024. 
  
Representations at this stage should only be made on the legal compliance and soundness of the Local Plan. That is, 
has the Plan been prepared in accordance with all legal and procedural requirements, and does the Plan meet the 
prescribed tests of soundness. 
  
As part of this consultation, copies of the Local Plan will be placed in South Shields Town Hall and Jarrow Town 
Hall.  The Council will also be publishing the Local Plan, supporting documents and consultation material online at 
www.southtyneside.gov.uk/localplan 
  

 You don't often get email from local.plan@southtyneside.gov.uk. Learn why this is important  
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The following formal question and answer sessions are planned at the following locations where officers will be 
available to deliver a short presentation and answer any questions you might have.   

Date Venue Time 
Tuesday 23rd January Jarrow Focus, Cambrian Street, Jarrow, NE32 3QN 5pm – 7pm 
Wednesday 24th January Hebburn Central, Glen Street, Hebburn, NE31 1AB  6pm – 8pm 
Friday 26th January Boldon Community Association, New Road, Boldon Colliery, 

NE35 9DS 
6pm – 8pm 

  
Short presentations will also be given at your local Community Area Forum:  
https://southtyneside.gov.uk/article/15186/CAF-meetings   
  
From the start of the consultation, everyone will be able to access and download the Local Plan, supporting 
technical reports and evidence and response forms from our dedicated webpage. 
This is also the quickest and easiest way for you to respond: haveyoursay.southtyneside.gov.uk/ 
  
The Statement of Representations Procedure for the Publication draft Local Plan can be found at: 
www.southtyneside.gov.uk/localplan 
  
Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area Supplementary Planning Document Scoping Report (2024) public consultation 
  
The Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area will be allocated for up to 1200 new dwellings and supporting community 
infrastructure in the Publication draft Local Plan (2024). To ensure a comprehensive approach to the development of 
the site, a Masterplan, secured as part of a Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) will be required. The Scoping 
Report identifies the key objectives of the proposed SPD and is subject to consultation alongside the Publication 
draft Local Plan.  
  
The purpose of the Scoping Report and consultation is to engage key stakeholders and the public in considering the 
key issues that the SPD could and should be addressing and the possible approaches, which the document can adopt 
to address those issues.  The Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area SPD Scoping Report can be accessed: 
www.southtyneside.gov.uk/localplan 
  
We would like to receive your views on the Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area SPD Scoping Report.  The consultation 
will also run for 7 weeks from Monday 15 January to Sunday 3rd March 2024.   
  
The quickest and easiest way for you to respond is via the Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area SPD Scoping Report 
online consultation platform: haveyoursay.southtyneside.gov.uk/  
  
Submitting comments:  
  
All comments made to the consultation for the Publication draft Local Plan and/ or Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area 
SPD Scoping Report must be made in writing and returned by 11.59pm on Sunday 3rd March 2024 in one of the 
following ways: 
  
Consultation platform: haveyoursay.southtyneside.gov.uk/ 
  
Email: Local.plan@southtyneside.gov.uk  
  
Post: Spatial Planning, Development Services, Economic Regeneration, South Tyneside Council, Town Hall and Civic 
Offices, Westoe Road, South Shields, NE33 2RL.  
  
Following the public consultation, the Local Plan will be formally submitted to the Secretary of State for its formal 
public Examination before an independent Planning Inspector.    

If you require any further information regarding this consultation, please do not hesitate to contact 
the Spatial Planning Team via telephone number 0191 424 7385. 



6

Yours faithfully 

 
Andrew Inch 
Senior Manager - Planning 
  
  
  
  

This e-mail and any attachments may be confidential and are intended solely for the individual to whom it is addressed. 
Unless explicitly stated any beliefs, opinions or views expressed are solely those of the author and do not necessarily 
represent those of South Tyneside Council. 

If you are not the intended recipient of this email please notify the sender immediately and delete this message. It may 
be unlawful for you to share, use or copy the content of this email if you are not the intended recipient. Use of 
council email may be monitored for security, management, maintenance and compliance and acceptable use purposes, 
and privacy cannot be assumed. 

South Tyneside Council, Town Hall & Civic Offices, Westoe Road, South Shields, Tyne & Wear, NE33 2RL, Tel: 0191 
427 7000, Website: www.southtyneside.gov.uk 

  
  
  
  
This message has been sent using TLS 1.2 The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) The 
information contained in this communication is intended for the named recipient(s) only. If you have 
received this message in error, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
taking action in reliance of the content is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Whilst this email 
and associated attachments will have been checked for known viruses whilst within MMO systems, 
we can accept no responsibility once it has left our systems. Communications on the MMO's 
computer systems may be monitored and/or recorded to secure the effective operation of the system 
and for other lawful purposes.  



LP1908- David and Katherine Todd 



Response ID BHLF-5JMM-6ZYA-3

Submitted to Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area Supplementary Planning Document: Scoping Report
Submitted on 2024-02-28 09:39:56

Have your say

1  Do you have any comments to make in relation to the Scoping Report?

Comments:

I am contacting you to voice my concerns about the proposed development of 1200 houses on the green belt at Fellgate. This loses permanently a good
proportion of arable and food producing land which in the current global situation is increasingly important to the independent needs of this country. The
plan does not take into account the extra volume of traffic at peak times trying to access the major roads as Fellgate estate has only 2 ways of exit and
entry which at peak times are already congested, furthermore the existing metro car park could not cope with the extra cars and at peak times the metro
train system would also be overcrowded. I am also concerned about the reason many smaller brown field sites have not been used. A further study
should also be made with regard to the local population growth and whether such density of housing is necessary .Has the planning committee also
considered the past flooding on the estate and the effect that extra houses will have on the drainage after heavy rainfall.

2  What is your name?

Name:
David and Kathleen Todd

3  What is your email address?

Email:

4  What is your organisation?

Resident of member of the general public

Organisation:

5  What is your postal address?

Address:



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD35-8 

 
Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-11 13:43:49 

 

Chapter 3: Spatial Vision and Strategic Objectives 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Object to 3.2- the policy has not been  positively prepared  to deliver sustainable development  in the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan area. 

There are currently 1,860  homes  in the EBNP area and the addition of 474 new homes  will bring an unsustainable level of growth which will have a 

detrimental  impact on the local infrastructure of the area and on the distinctive character of the village. We live on the main road, and the amount of 

traffic that currently passes  through the village is substantial. The village could be become severely congested even further by the building of hundreds of 

new homes. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

Serious thought needs to be given to the impact that hundreds of more vehicles would have on the lives of residents  and the state of the roads. 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Policy SP2: Strategy  for Sustainable Development to meet  identified needs 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Object to 2.2 – the basis for the calculation of the number  of new homes  proposed  is not sound or credible. 

It uses out of date statistics to calculate the number  of homes  needed  and this results in an overestimate. The number  of homes  proposed  is based on 

the 2014  household  projections, which have been  shown to be an overestimate by the 2021  Census 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

Up to date statistics need to be used to calculate the number  of homes  needed  so that no more homes  than necessary are built. 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Policy SP3: Spatial Strategy  for Sustainable Development

LP1910 - Lisa Johnson



Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Object to 3.2- the policy has not been  positively prepared  to deliver sustainable development  in the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan area. 

There are currently 1,860  homes  in the EBNP area and the addition of 474 new homes  will bring an unsustainable level of growth which will have a 

detrimental  impact on the local infrastructure of the area and on the distinctive character of the village. We live on the main road, and the amount of 

traffic that currently passes  through the village is substantial. The village could be become severely congested even further by the building of hundreds of 

new homes. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

The plan needs to be modified to significantly reduce the number  of proposed  new houses  for East Boldon so that it does not have a irreverisble and 

detrimental  impact on the village. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP7: Urban and Village Sustainable Growth Areas 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Object to GA2 – Land at North Farm This proposal is not justified and is not effective in delivering sustainable development. 

It is in conflict with the adopted East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan as it is outside the settlement boundary approved in the plan. The Green Belt Review 

Site Assessment for this site is not correct as it says development  will only have a moderate impact. 263 new homes  on the site will have a considerable 

impact as evidenced by the Traffic Assessment and Infrastructure development  Plan. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

GA2 Land at North Farm, Boker Lane, Boldon (263 houses) 

 

This proposal is not justified and is not effective in delivering sustainable development. I object  to this site being allocated for housing for the following 

reasons: 

 

CONTRADICTION OF THE NEIGHBOURHOOD  PLAN 

The development  of the site is a major reversal of the East Boldon Neighbourhood  Plan agreed at referendum in 2021. 

 

LOSS OF VILLAGE IDENTITY 

The Green Belt Review Site Assessment undervalues the importance of the site. 

 

The development  of the site will reduce the gap, in terms of distance, between  Boldon and South Shields and the open space and separation along Boker 

Lane will be lost, effectively merging East and West Boldon.



INCREASED RISK OF FLOODING 

There is a risk of surface  water flooding for this site (it is located within Flood Zones 2 and 3) and the development  of the site will have significant negative 

effects  towards the climate change objective. 

 

DAMAGE TO THE ENVIRONMENT 

The site is within the wildlife corridor, is located within 5Om of a SSSI and 250 m of a local wildlife site and nature reserve.  The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 

states  that a significant negative effect is expected in relation to the objective of conserving and enhancing biodiversity. 

 

LOSS OF AGRICULTURAL LAND 

The development  of the site which is in agricultural use would result in the loss of Grade 3 agricultural land and the SA states  that is therefore considered 

to have a significant negative effect in relation to the objective of protecting our soils and promoting efficient land use. 

 

OVERLOAD ON INFRASTRUCTURE 

The development  of 263 houses  on this site will have a major impact on the infrastructure of the village including the need for an extra 66 extra primary 

school places and 33 extra secondary  school places. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan indicates a lack of capacity in local primary schools. 

 

EXTREME INCREASE IN TRAFFIC - ALREADY OVER CAPACITY 

The Traffic Capacity Assessment shows that the site would contribute  significant additional capacity through the A184/ Boker Lane junction, which is 

already over capacity at the evening peak. When the impact of full barrier closure at the Tilesheds level crossing is included the impact on this junction is 

even greater.  Similar impact is forecast for the Sunderland Road/ Station Road junction. 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Policy SP16:  Housing Supply and Delivery 

 

Do you consider  that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory  tests  of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

No 

 

If you wish to support or object  to the legal compliance  or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate,  please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Object to 16.2 – Provision of at least 263 homes  in the EBNP area -the policy is not sound or justified. 

This figure does not include 202 homes  given conditional approval at Cleadon Lane or 9 homes  with permission  at Mayflower Glass. It is not based on 

housing need but on an arbitrary allocation of land. The total number  of new homes  planned will result in 26% increase  in the size of the village and as 

result the distinctiveness  of the village will be lost. The infrastructure of the village is inappropriate  for this increase  in size. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates  to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate  is incapable  of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested  revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

The overall number  of houses  being proposed  to be built needs to lessened as it will dramatically change to distinctiveness  of East Boldon. 

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

Your personal details 

 

What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Lisa Johnson 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public



Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 



Response ID ANON-TJBH-TD3J-W 
 

 

Submitted to South Tyneside Publication Draft Local Plan 2023-2040 

Submitted on 2024-02-11 12:55:17 

 

Policy SP8: Fellgate Sustainable Growth Area 

 
Do you consider that the element of the Local Plan you are responding to meets the statutory tests of Legal Compliance, Soundness or Duty to 

Cooperate? 

Support or Object - Legally Compliant: 

Support or Object - Sound: 

No 

 

Support or Object - Complies with the Duty to Cooperate: 

 

If you wish to support or object to the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or with the Duty to Cooperate, please use this box to set out and 

explain your comments. Please be as precise as possible. As a guide, we would recommend no more than a 100 word summary of each point.: 

 

Flood defences haven't been taken onto account. 

Increased traffic in the area hasn't been taken into account. People already use fellgate estate as a shortcut when there is congestion anywhere on the 

A194 or the A19. Doubling the size of the estate will only compound these issues. 

 

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test(s) you have 

identified where this relates to soundness. (Please note that any non-compliance with the Duty to Cooperate is incapable of modification at examination). 

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your 

suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: 

 

If your representation is seeking a modification,  do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?: 

 

Your personal details 

 
What is your name? 

 

Name: 

Lee Steadman 

 

What is your email address? 

 

Email address: 

 

Who are you responding as? 

 

Resident or Member of the General Public 

 

Organisation: 

 

What is your postal address? 

 

Address: 

 

LP1911 - Lee Steadman



LP1912 - National Grid and National Gas Transmission



 

Avison Young (UK) Limited registered in England and Wales number 6382509. 
Registered office, 3 Brindleyplace, Birmingham B1 2JB.  Regulated by RICS 

Our Ref: MV/ 15B901605 
 
15 February 2024 
 
South Tyneside Council 
local.plan@southtyneside.gov.uk 
via email only  
 
Dear Sir / Madam 
South Tyneside Draft Local Plan Regulation 19 Consultation 
January – March 2024 
Representations on behalf of National Grid Electricity Transmission 
 
National Grid Electricity Transmission has appointed Avison Young to review and respond to 
local planning authority Development Plan Document consultations on its behalf.  We are 
instructed by our client to submit the following representation with regard to the current 
consultation on the above document.   
 
About National Grid Electricity Transmission 
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) owns and maintains the electricity transmission 
system in England and Wales. The energy is then distributed to the electricity distribution 
network operators, so it can reach homes and businesses. 
 
National Grid no longer owns or operates the high-pressure gas transmission system across the 
UK. This is the responsibility of National Gas Transmission, which is a separate entity and must 
be consulted independently.  
 
National Grid Ventures (NGV) develop, operate and invest in energy projects, technologies, and 
partnerships to help accelerate the development of a clean energy future for consumers across 
the UK, Europe and the United States. NGV is separate from National Grid’s core regulated 
businesses. Please also consult with NGV separately from NGET. 
 
Utilities Design Guidance 
The increasing pressure for development is leading to more development sites being brought 
forward through the planning process on land that is crossed by NGET. 
 
NGET advocates the high standards of design and sustainable development forms promoted 
through national planning policy and understands that contemporary planning and urban design 
agenda require a creative approach to new development around high voltage overhead lines 
and other NGET assets.  
 
Therefore, to ensure that Design Policy 47 is consistent with national policy we would request 
the inclusion of a policy strand such as: 
 
“x. taking a comprehensive and co-ordinated approach to development including respecting existing 
site constraints including utilities situated within sites.” 
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Further Advice 
NGET is happy to provide advice and guidance to the Council concerning their networks. Please 
see attached information outlining further guidance on development close to National Grid 
assets.   
 
If we can be of any assistance to you in providing informal comments in confidence during your 
policy development, please do not hesitate to contact us.   
 
To help ensure the continued safe operation of existing sites and equipment and to facilitate 
future infrastructure investment, NGET wishes to be involved in the preparation, alteration and 
review of plans and strategies which may affect their assets. Please remember to consult NGET 
on any Development Plan Document (DPD) or site-specific proposals that could affect our assets.   
 
We would be grateful if you could add our details shown below to your consultation database, if 
they are not already included: 
 

Matt Verlander, Director  Tiffany Bate, Development Liaison Officer 
 

 
Avison Young 
Central Square  
Forth Street 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
NE1 3PJ 

National Grid Electricity Transmission 
National Grid House 
Warwick Technology Park 
Gallows Hill 
Warwick, CV34 6DA 

 
If you require any further information in respect of this letter, then please contact us.  
 
Yours faithfully, 
 

 
Matt Verlander MRTPI 
Director 
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NGET is able to provide advice and guidance to the Council concerning their networks and 
encourages high quality and well-planned development in the vicinity of its assets. 
 
Developers of sites crossed or in close proximity to NGET assets should be aware that it is NGET 
policy to retain existing overhead lines in-situ, though it recognises that there may be 
exceptional circumstances that would justify the request where, for example, the proposal is of 
regional or national importance. 
 
NGET’s ‘Guidelines for Development near pylons and high voltage overhead power lines’ promote the 
successful development of sites crossed by existing overhead lines and the creation of well-
designed places. The guidelines demonstrate that a creative design approach can minimise the 
impact of overhead lines whilst promoting a quality environment.  The guidelines can be 
downloaded here: https://www.nationalgridet.com/document/130626/download 
 
The statutory safety clearances between overhead lines, the ground, and built structures must 
not be infringed. Where changes are proposed to ground levels beneath an existing line then it is 
important that changes in ground levels do not result in safety clearances being infringed. 
National Grid can, on request, provide to developers detailed line profile drawings that detail the 
height of conductors, above ordnance datum, at a specific site.  
 
NGET’s statutory safety clearances are detailed in their ‘Guidelines when working near National 
Grid Electricity Transmission assets’, which can be downloaded here: 
www.nationalgridet.com/network-and-assets/working-near-our-assets  
 
How to contact NGET 
If you require any further information in relation to the above and/or if you would like to check if 
NGET’s transmission networks may be affected by a proposed development, please visit the 
website: https://lsbud.co.uk/  

For local planning policy queries, please contact:
 





 

Avison Young (UK) Limited registered in England and Wales number 6382509. 
Registered office, 3 Brindleyplace, Birmingham B1 2JB.  Regulated by RICS 

Our Ref: MV/ 15B901605 
 
15 February 2024 
 
South Tyneside Council 
local.plan@southtyneside.gov.uk 
via email only  
 
Dear Sir / Madam 
South Tyneside Draft Local Plan Regulation 19 Consultation 
January – March 2024 
Representations on behalf of National Gas Transmission 
 
National Gas Transmission has appointed Avison Young to review and respond to local planning 
authority Development Plan Document consultations on its behalf.  We are instructed by our 
client to submit the following representation with regard to the current consultation on the 
above document.   
 
About National Gas Transmission 
National Gas Transmission owns and operates the high-pressure gas transmission system across 
the UK. In the UK, gas leaves the transmission system and enters the UK’s four gas distribution 
networks where pressure is reduced for public use.  
 
Utilities Design Guidance 
The increasing pressure for development is leading to more development sites being brought 
forward through the planning process on land that is crossed by National Gas Transmission 
infrastructure. 
 
National Gas Transmission advocates the high standards of design and sustainable development 
forms promoted through national planning policy and understands that contemporary planning 
and urban design agenda require a creative approach to new development around underground 
gas transmission pipelines and other National Gas Transmission assets.  
 
Therefore, to ensure that Design Policy 47 is consistent with national policy we would request 
the inclusion of a policy strand such as: 
 
“x. taking a comprehensive and co-ordinated approach to development including respecting existing 
site constraints including utilities situated within sites.” 
 
Further Advice 
National Gas Transmission is happy to provide advice and guidance to the Council concerning 
their networks.   
 
Please see attached information outlining further guidance on development close to National 
Gas Transmission assets.   
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If we can be of any assistance to you in providing informal comments in confidence during your 
policy development, please do not hesitate to contact us.   
 
To help ensure the continued safe operation of existing sites and equipment and to facilitate 
future infrastructure investment, National Gas Transmission wishes to be involved in the 
preparation, alteration and review of plans and strategies which may affect their assets. Please 
remember to consult National Gas Transmission on any Development Plan Document (DPD) or 
site-specific proposals that could affect National Gas Transmission’s assets.   
 
We would be grateful if you could add our details shown below to your consultation database, if 
they are not already included: 
 

Matt Verlander, Director  Kam Liddar, Asset Protection Lead 
 

nationalgas.uk@avisonyoung.com 
 

kam.liddar@nationalgas.com 

 
Avison Young 
Central Square  
Forth Street 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
NE1 3PJ 

National Gas Transmission  
National Grid House 
Warwick Technology Park 
Gallows Hill 
Warwick, CV34 6DA 

 
If you require any further information in respect of this letter, then please contact us.  
 
Yours faithfully, 

Matt Verlander MRTPI 
Director 
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National Gas Transmission is able to provide advice and guidance to the Council concerning their 
networks and encourages high quality and well-planned development in the vicinity of its assets. 
 
Gas assets 
High-Pressure Gas Pipelines form an essential part of the national gas transmission system and 
National Gas Transmission’s approach is always to seek to leave their existing transmission 
pipelines in situ. Contact should be made with the Health and Safety Executive (HSE) in respect of 
sites affected by High-Pressure Gas Pipelines. 
 
National Gas Transmission have land rights for each asset which prevents the erection of 
permanent/ temporary buildings, or structures, changes to existing ground levels, storage of 
materials etc.  Additionally, written permission will be required before any works commence 
within the National Gas Transmission’s 12.2m building proximity distance, and a deed of consent 
is required for any crossing of the easement.   
  
National Gas Transmission’s ‘Guidelines when working near National Gas Transmission assets’ can 
be downloaded here: https://www.nationalgas.com/document/82951/download  

How to contact National Gas Transmission 

If you require any further information in relation to the above and/or if you would like to check if 
National Gas Transmission’s transmission networks may be affected by a proposed 
development, please visit the website: https://lsbud.co.uk/  

For local planning policy queries, please contact: nationalgas.uk@avisonyoung.com 



LP1914 - Thomas and Lynn Elves



Mr Thomas and Mrs Lynn Elves 

20th February 2024 

 

 

RESPONSE TO SOUTH TYNESIDE DRAFT LOCAL PLAN REQUIRING IMPROVEMENT. 

 

1. Objection made specifically regarding Policy SP2: Strategy for Sustainable 
Development 

 

The Draft Local Plan is based on inaccurate population projections. Census data shows a 
consistently falling population in South Tyneside, from 157,200 in 1991 to 152.785 in 2001, to 
148,127 in 2011, to 147,800 in 2021. The Local Plan assumes a population of 151,936 for 2021, 
an overestimate of 4,136, and that it would continue to increase over the next 20 years. 

South Tyneside Council has used a buffer of 15% of the housing requirement, although the 
buffer can be in the range of 5% to 20%. The buffer needs to be reduced to 5%. 

The ONS 2018 housing projection is for 75,412 dwellings by 2039. The Draft Local Plan requires 
a total of 78,530 dwellings by 2039, some 3118 houses less. 

The ONS household projection is likely to be revised down, given the population trends, 
thus increasing the excess housing provision in the Draft Local Plan. 

 

This means that South Tyneside Council is able to determine its housing requirement and 
can take into account the restraint of the Green Belt. 

 

 

2. Objection to building on the Green Belt, made specifically regarding Policies SP3 
and SP5. 



The Green Belt land allocation in the Draft Local Plan is for 1,862 new homes, but there is 
no justification for building on this precious resource. The Green Belt does not need to be 
built on and therefore the least harm to this resource is for no further development at all on 
the Green Belt, as exceptional circumstances have not been established. The Draft Local 
Plan must be revised in order to meet the requirement; to be sound on the basis of being 
justified, as an appropriate strategy, taking into account the reasonable alternatives, and 
based on proportionate evidence; and on the basis of being consistent with national 
policy. 

 

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states “ 140. Once established, Green Belt 
boundaries should only be altered where exceptional circumstances are fully evidenced and 
justified, through the preparation of, or updating of plans”. 

As demonstrated in Objection 1 above, there is no evidence that the housing requirement for 
the Plan period is at a level requiring development on the Green Belt.  

It has not been proven that all brownfield sites have been considered. There are underutilised 
sites such as areas in South Shields town centre, where previously developed land is used for 
car parking rather than housing. These are areas close to South Shields transport interchange 
and so would satisfy the need to promote a significant uplift in minimum density standards in 
town and city centres and other locations well served by public transport. Planners rejected 
over 400 possible sites across South Tyneside. Questions raised over the validity of the reasons 
for rejection have not been answered. 

he 

It has been shown that the Green Belt does not need to be built on. The least harm to this 
resource is for no further development at all on the Green Belt as exceptional 
circumstances have not been established. 

 

 

3. Objection made specifically regarding Section 5 Strategic Allocations. 

The Draft Local Plan must be revised because it is not consistent with the NPPF in terms of 
meeting the housing needs identified in the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA) 
and is therefore not sound.  

 

The SHMA has identified an annual need for 209 affordable homes each year across the 
borough, which justifies the need for a robust affordable housing policy which will provide 
mechanisms to help meet this affordable need. That is around 60% of houses built. Yet the 
same document supports a target for 75% market and 25% affordable housing mix. The 
proposed proportion of affordable homes in Cleadon and East Boldon is 30%, but as median 
house prices in this area are £225,000, the accepted definition of affordable being 80% of 
market value means they will still be unaffordable to the very people requiring this provision. 

The NPPF states”62. Within this context, the size , type and tenure of housing needed for 
different groups in the community should be assessed and reflected in planning policies 



(including, but not limited to , those who require affordable housing, families with children, 
older people, students, people with disabilities, service families, travellers, people who rent 
their homes and people wishing to commission or build their own homes. 

The absence of infrastructure planning in  Whitburn, Cleadon and East Boldon is worrying, 
considering the strain on current infrastructure. 

 

However there appears to be no sites identified in the Draft Local Plan for this type of 
development  

 

 

4. Objection made specifically regarding Section 7 Meeting the Challenge of Climate 
Change, Flooding and Coastal Change. 

 

The Draft Local Plan must be revised because it is not compliant with the Climate Change 
Act 2008 and Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004  ( as amended ) duties and NPPF 
guidance-carbon accounting and climate mitigation 

 

The increased carbon emissions from the development proposed in the Draft Local Plan will 
add to South Tyneside’s carbon footprint and add to the climate change emergency. The council 
ignores this, despite declaring a climate emergency. 6489 homes will produce around 39,000 
tonnes of CO2 per annum, 200% of the emissions STC have used as their baseline figure to 
reach zero carbon by 2030. 

National legislation and guidance strongly stress the central role of the planning system in 
securing radical reductions in greenhouse gas emissions and require Local Plans to ; 

  

* Robustly evaluate future emissions, considering different emission sources, taking into 
account requirements set in national legislation, and a range of development scenarios. 

* Adopt proactive strategies to mitigate carbon emissions in line with the Climate Change Act, a 
100% reduction by 2050. 

                  

                Rainfall is forecast to increase fourfold in the next 40 years and will result in increasing  

                water tables. Excessive rainfall in the last 2 years has resulted in flooding in fields  

                adjacent to the planned development in Cleadon.  

 

A major review of the Draft Local Plan is required in order to bring it into compliance with 
legislative requirements around climate change. 



 

 

 

 

5. Objection made specifically regarding Policy 1 Promoting 

        Healthy Communities and Policy 2 Air Quality. 

 

       The Draft Local Plan must be revised to ensure it is justified; that these policies are 

       able to ensure the Strategic Objectives for Promoting Healthy Communities will be  

       achieved; and to be consistent with National Policy. 

 

       There is little in the Draft Local Plan that would fulfil the Strategic Objectives for  

       Promoting Healthy Communities. In fact, some parts of the Plan make the situation 

       worse, including the proposed development in areas that will promote car use, such as 

       in Cleadon , East Boldon and Whitburn. These developments will typically have 2 cars 

       per household, adding potentially thousands of car journeys on an already congested 

       road system. This will have a detrimental effect on road safety and on the local  

       environment due to noise and exhaust emissions. Some areas have air pollution 

       levels already in excess of World Health Organisation recommended maximums. 

       These vehicle journeys will only make this more dangerous as there are no safe levels 

       for these pollutants. 

       NPPF states in 186:” Opportunities to improve air quality or mitigate impacts should be  

       Identified, such as through traffic and travel management, green infrastructure provision 

       and enhancement. So far as possible these opportunities should be considered at the  

       plan making stage, to ensure a strategic approach and limit the need for issues to be 

       reconsidered when determining individual applications”. 

 

      The Plan has failed to identify these opportunities adequately and this demonstrates 

      the Plan is not sound. 

 

 



6. Objection made specifically regarding Policy 10 Disposal of Foul Water and Policy 
11 Protecting Water Quality. 

 

The Draft Local Plan must be revised to ensure it is justified, that these policies are able to 
ensure the Objectives for Protecting Water Quality will be achieved; and to be consistent 
with national policy. 

 

The Draft Local Plan does not refer to the current significant level of sewage pollution in South 
Tyneside. Population levels have increased considerably in the UK since Victorian times, yet we 
are still using combined sewers that were constructed in the 19th century. If more housing 
development is permitted. Especially on green spaces, more pressure will be exerted on an 
already failing sewage system. However, in the consultation on the Draft Local Plan, South 
Tyneside Council have confirmed that no extra sewage will be added to the existing 
infrastructure, on the recommendation of Northumbrian Water, who have assured them that the 
existing system will cope!! 

NPPF states “20. Strategic policies should set out an overall strategy for the pattern, scale and 
design quality of places, and make sufficient provision : 

 b) infrastructure for  wastewater. 

The Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016 Permits to discharge untreated sewage from 
Combined Sewer Overflows into watercourses during heavy rainfall are issued to water 
companies and regulated by the Environment Agency. There is growing evidence to show that 
these permits are being abused. Sewage is regularly discharged into South Tyneside 
watercourses in moderate rainfall. This is due to a lack of capacity at the sewage treatment 
works caused by a lack of investment and contravenes environmental law. 

Health considerations are capable of being material planning considerations. This recognised in 
the NPPF which includes the following statement at paragraph 91.91 “Planning policies and 
decisions should aim to achieve healthy, inclusive and safe places.” 

 

The health implications of exposure to the levels of sewage pollution regularly discharged 
into the River Tyne and on to the beaches of South Tyneside must be a material planning 
consideration with respect to future developments as, without an improvement in sewage 
treatment capacity, more development will bring about an inevitable increase in sewage 
pollution. 

 

 

7. Objection made specifically regarding Policy 36 Protecting Trees, Woodland and 
Hedgerows and Appendix 3 Housing Allocations Requirements. 

 



The Draft Local Plan must be revised to ensure it is justified, that this policy and housing 
allocations requirements able to ensure the Strategic Objectives for Conserving and 
Enhancing the National Environment will be achieved; and to be consistent with national 
policy. 

 

All 3 paragraphs of Policy 36 are weak and will allow the continued felling of healthy, mature 
trees and hedgerows for development. Therefore an additional paragraph is required to ensure 
the policy is justified. “ Development which results in the loss or significant damage to healthy, 
mature trees and native hedgerow, will not be permitted.” 

The Draft Local Plan Appendix 3 Housing Allocations Requirements under Key Considerations 
for each site states “ Mature trees should be retained”. This should be revised to read “ Healthy, 
mature trees and hedgerows must be retained”. This will achieve the aim of requiring  
developers to retain healthy mature trees and hedgerows onsite and incorporate them into 
designs. 

Research shows that mature trees are more effective as a resource for addressing climate 
change. Mature trees absorb 40kg of carbon dioxide per year ( ecotree.green) whereas young 
trees absorb around 5kg per year ( carbonpirates.com) 

 

The preservation of healthy , mature trees and hedgerows must be a priority in the Draft 
Local Plan. The NPPF also recognises the value of trees and hedgerows to biodiversity and 
to human health and wellbeing. 
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