..
Sunderland
City Council






K®
Sunderlan
City Council

Sunderland Local Plan

Core Strategy and Development
Plan

Consultation Statement

May 2018



Contents

Lo INETOTUCTION ...ttt b e bbb bbbt be bt be e e s et e e eneenn 1
Local Plan Preparation and CONSURALION ............ccceeviiiiieiericeeescceee e 1
Purpose of this Consultation StAtEMENL ............cceeeeiiiiieiececeeee e 3

2. Initial Preparation and Consultation Stages Pre-2015 (Regulation 18)..........ccccceevvveienen. 4
Issues and OptioNS (2005-2006) ......cccccueeririrererieieieeee sttt st 4
Core Strategy Preferred Options Draft (2007-2008).........cccceoeeerererenereeieinene e 4
Alternative Approaches (2009).........coevererieiiinieenerere ettt 4
Draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies (2013)......cccccccveeeveieecieneeeeenene, 5

How was the consultation UNdertaken? ............cocveineiniineinceeneee e 6
Sustainability Appraisal SCOPING REPOIT........cooviiieeeceeere e s 8
How was consultation UNAertaken?...........cc.ovvieirireninereieeeesereeee e 9

3. ConSUltation POSt 2015 ..ottt e 10

Growth Options (2016) (RegUIAtION 18).......ccccieiririririeieieieeee et 10
Purpose of the CONSUIALION ..........ccoceiiiiiiecece et 10
When did WE CONSUIT? ..ot 12
Which bodies and persons were invited to make representations under Regulation 18?
...................................................................................................................................................... 12
How were bodies and persons invited to make representations? ..........cccceveeeeeeeeevennene 12
Summary of the main issues raised by representations ...........cccceceeveevereeveseeceseseesieenens 14
How have the main issues been addressed and taken forward in the next iteration of the
012 0 1 TSRS 20

Consultation on Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) (Regulation 18)......... 22
Purpose of the CONSUITALION .........ccuiiiiiiiirieeeeee e 22
WHheN did WE CONSUI? ......oviiiiiieiee ettt s 22
Which bodies and persons were invited to make representations under Regulation 18?
...................................................................................................................................................... 22
Summary of the main key issues raised by representations and how issues have been
tAKEN INTO BCCOUNT ...ttt 27

5. Consultation on Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (Regulation 19

8 20) et eeeeeee ettt sttt et e et ettt s ettt r e eeresere 29
Purpose of the CONSUIALION ..........c.cooviiicieecee et eee 29
Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Supporting Documents ................ 29
WHhEN Will WE CONSUIL? ...ttt st 30

Which bodies and persons will be invited to make representations under Regulation 18..30

HOW Wl WE CONSUIL? ..ottt e et e e et e e e et e e e aeeeeeeaeaeeesaenaneesaaneeeseeneeessannes 30



Next Steps (REGUIALION 22)........c.ooi ettt sttt s eesee e neeses 32

e o N L SRS 34
APPENDIX 1: Alternative Approaches Consultation (2009) — Consultation Leaflet............ 35
APPENDIX 2: Draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies and Settlement
Breaks Review Consultation (2013) — Consultation Leaflets ...........ccccerninineninencnienne. 41
APPENDIX 3: Draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies Consultation
(2013) — Press Releases and PUBIICILY ..........cocvirirenincieieereeeeee e 45
APPENDIX 4: Draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies and Settlement
Breaks Review Consultation (2013) — Consultee Letters .......covvvevvvvecieveceereseeeseeeeee e 49
APPENDIX 5: Draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies Consultation
(2013) — RESPONSES SCREAUIE.........cviieeee ettt s 51
APPENDIX 6: Settlement Breaks Consultation (2013) — Responses Schedule................ 104
APPENDIX 7: South Sunderland Growth Area (2015) — Consultation Responses........... 109
APPENDIX 8: Draft Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report (2015) — Consultation
Statutory NOLICE anNd LEMEN ........ccviieieeceeee ettt st ettt sreens 112
APPENDIX 9: Draft Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report (2015) — Consultation
Responses Schedule with CouncCil RESPONSES ........ccvcvevieiereiieeseeeere e 113

APPENDIX 10:
APPENDIX 11:
APPENDIX 12:
APPENDIX 13:
APPENDIX 14:
APPENDIX 15:
APPENDIX 16:
APPENDIX 17:
APPENDIX 18:
APPENDIX 19:

Growth Options Consultation (2016) — Alternative Growth Options......... 116
Growth Options Consultation (2016) — Consultee Letter ..........cccecveuenneee. 118
Growth Options Consultation (2016) — Consultees Listing..........ccccccevuen.e. 119
Growth Options Consultation (2016) — Consultation Leaflet ..................... 130
Growth Options Consultation (2016) — Press Releases and Publicity ..... 134
Growth Options Consultation (2016) — Responses Schedule................... 136
Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) — Evidence Base...... 180
Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) — Consultee Letter..181
Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) — Consultees Listing182
Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) — Consultation Publicity

........................................................................................................................................................ 196
APPENDIX 20: Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) — Consultation Leaflets
........................................................................................................................................................ 210
APPENDIX 21: Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) — Consultation ........ 215
APPENDIX 22: Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) — Petitions ................ 216
APPENDIX 23: Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Consultation — Key issues

raised and how issues have been taken iNt0 aCCOUNL..........ccceverieieieireneneseeee e 222
General Comments 0N Draft CSDM........ccooivieriieeeeceeeee e 222
(©70] o 1Y U] 1 7= 110 o TS 222
YT [T Lo = PR O PRSP 224



1 (g0 T0 [UTox1T0] o FORAARROT RO PUTRRRRRR 225

How did we prepare thiS Plan? ...t s 226
YW Lo 1=T4 F= o o I oo - YRR 226
Vision and StrategiC PrHONTIES .....cc.oceeiiiiciee ettt s 228
Y 0L= LT LIRS 1 =1 (=T |V RS 229
Policy SS1 Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development ...........ccoccovvvvecenencecenen. 230
Policy SS2 Principles of Sustainable Development............ccovevererenenieineneneseseseeeeees 230
Policy SS3 Spatial Delivery and Growth...........c..ooeveiiiiiinininneeeeeeeesesese e 231
SS4 UIDAN COTE ...ttt bbbttt ettt b et b enene 233
StrategiC AlIOCALIONS ......ccvieiieiececeeee ettt s re et e s teeraebesreesaesbeesnesenns 235
POHCY SAL VAUX ....ocueiiiciieiiitieeete st cte sttt e e s te et ste st aesbessaestestaesaesteessensesseessessesssansesseessessesseans 235
Policy SA2 South Sunderland Growth Ar€a...........ccceceeerirerierienieieeeeeseseseeeee e 235
Policy SA3 HOUSING REICASE SItES......c.ooiiiiieieieieeeereee e 236
Policy SA4 Safeguarded Land ...........ccooveviiiieiiiieececeeeese sttt st eanens 251
Health and Wellbeing and social iNfraStrUuCtUre ............ccoevereere it 252
POHCY HWSL ...ttt sttt st e sttt e s be e e e besre e st e beessesesreensestessnans 252
POLICY HWSZ ...ttt ettt b ettt et sesbeebe st 253
POLICY HWS3 .ttt bbbttt b e bttt b et e e st e aesbesbenten 253
HOIMIES . et b sttt b et e b s b et s bt e st e bt s bt et e bt s an et e e beenenreeneens 254
Policy H1 Sustainable neighbourhoods ... 254
Policy H2 HOUSING DEIIVETY ....oovieeeiecieeeee ettt sttt s veeaesteennens 255
POIICY H3 HOUSING MiX....ociiiiiieiiiicieeiie ettt ettt te e aesteeaesbe e essesbeessestessaensesteennans 256
Policy H4 ATfOrdable HOUSING......cc.eiiiririiierieteeteee ettt 257
Policy H5 Student aCCOMMOAALION........c..eoiririeieieieiieierese ettt sbe e 258
Policy H6 Travelling Showpeople, Gypsies and Travellers .........ccocvvvvevevenieceneneeceseeens 259
Policy H7 Residential conversion and change of USE .........ccccciiievieiieeecececeseceeie e, 260
Policy H8 Housing in Multiple OCCUPALION..........ccceveiiiiieiecieciece ettt st 260
ECONOMIC PrOSPEIILY ...ttt sttt ettt ettt be s te e b et e sre et e s bessaestesseensesteennans 261
Policy EPL ECONOMIC GIOWEN..........cooiiiieieicceeeeeeeee ettt e 261
Policy EP2 Primary EMPIOYMENT AT€a........cccuevviiieierieiieiesieeeesieseetesteseeeesresaessesseessessesneens 261
Policy EP3 Key EMPIOYMENT AFAS .....ccceevuirieeiiitieierieiieie e seeieseetesseseeeessessaessesseessessesseens 262
Policy EP4 Other EMpIOYMENE SIEES.....ccvciuiiiciiieeeteceete ettt ettt 263
Policy E5 NeW EMPIOYMENT SILES .....ocuieeeiieieie ettt ettt sttt sre e ne s 263

POIICY EPB OFfiCE......eoieiieieeeeeeeee ettt st 263



POIICY EP7 Trad@ COUNLEIS ......ccieieiiieeeerie ettt ettt aeste et e tesaeesseseesneensesneenseseeensensens 263

Policy EP8 DeSigNated CeNIIES......ccoiieieeeiee ettt st eeseeeneenne s 264
Policy EP9 Retail HIErArChY .........oceoviiiieieecee ettt sttt ne s 265
Policy EP10 Retail IMpact ASSESSIMENL.......cccoviiieierieeeieseete ettt sre et re e renae s 265
Policy EP11 Retail IMPact ASSESSIMENL......cccccviiieeieriieeeriieteete et e et sre e srenae s 265
Policy EP12 Hot foOd TAKEAWAYS .......cceeiriiriirieieieieieiieiesit sttt 265
ENVIFONIMENT ..ottt b e bbb b be e eneas 267
POlICY EL UrDan DESIGN ......ocueiiiieieieieieeirt ettt sttt st 267
Policy E2 PUDIIC REAIM ......ocueoeeeeeeeeeeee ettt st s sre et 267
Policy E3 Advertisement/SNOPfrONES.........covcieiiiicececeeeee e 267
Policy E4 HiStOriC ENVIFONMENT.......c.ooieieieceee ettt sttt sre e nae s 268
POIICY ES HEIAGE ASSELIS. ... .oouiiiieieiieitetesiesteste ettt sttt ettt b e et eneas 268
Policy E6 Green INfraStrUCLUIE ..........cviiiiriiesieee ettt 269
Policy E7 Biodiversity and GEOUIVEISILY .......ccccieeerierieieriiseese ettt sre e resne s 269
Policy E8 Woodlands/hedgerows and trEES .........cccvuieeevieeerieieeeeste st 270
POICY E9 GIEENSPACE .....c.eiveeeieieeeete ettt sttt ettt e te st et esbe e b e stesreebesteessessesssessessaensensens 270
POIICY ELO BUMAI SPACE........cciiiiiieieieiteeieste sttt sttt st e e 271
POIICY ELL GreeN Bl ...ttt 271
Policy E12 Settlement BreakKs........coccveieiriiinierieieeeteeeesesie ettt 272
Policy E13 Development in the open CoUNtrySIAE.........ccvevevieieeiececeeeceeeee e 273
Policy E14 LandSCape CRArACLEN ........c.eccveivieiecieceeeete ettt sttt et be s resae s 273
Policy E15 creating and ProteCtiNG VIEWS ........ceceeceeieeieeriieeeriesieetestesee e sreeae e esse e sveessessens 274
Policy E16 AGriCUITUral LANG........cc.coviieiiiiieieriesteeeteeee ettt 274
Policy E17 Quality of life and amenity...........coevirerierieiiiinieeneseseeeee e 274
Policy E18 Noise sensitive deVEIOPIMENT.........cooiviriirieieieteeresteseeeeeee s 274
Policy E19 Contaminated [aNd ...........cceeiviiuieieieceecececeseeeee ettt s re e sre e 274
Policy E20 Health and Safety ...ttt sre 275
Climate Change and WALEK .......cc.ooeeeeiieeeeceeece ettt ettt e e s besbe e e e besasenbesreennas 276
Policy CM1 Climate change and WALET ...........cccevieierieiieiesieeeeeseeeesieseeee e seessesseessessessnens 276
Policy CM2 Decentralised, renewable and low carbon energy.......cccccecevvveeceveneecenenenns 276
Paolicy CM3 ENergy from WaSKE .......c.ocveeeieeeieeeeee ettt et s aesreennens 276
Policy CM4 Flood risk and water ManagemeNnt...........c.ccccueieeeeeenieeeeieeeeee st eee e sreeaesreeneens 276
Policy CM5 Surface water management ...........cceecveiieeeriiieereseeeesieseeste e eee e sreessesreessensens 277

POlICY CMB WatEr QUAIILY ........eoveeenieiieiieiieieretstest ettt 277



Policy CM7 disSposal Of FOUl WALET ..........ccoiiiieeeeeeeeeee et 277

Policy CM8 sustainable design and CONSLIUCLION...........cccooieriiiriere e 278
LI = 115 Lo ] S OO OO 279
Policy CCL SustaiNabIe traVel..........c.ocveieiiiiieeceeese ettt ae s 279
Policy CC2 Connectivity and transport NEIWOIK ...........cccveeevereeieniseerese e seenenneas 279
Policy CC3 City centre accessibility and movement...........ccoeveveieieinineneneneeeeeens 280
Policy CC4 Port of SUNAEIANG .........ccoeiiiiriiireeeee et 281
Policy CC5 Local road NEIWOIK .........ccueiiiriiirieeieeteee sttt 281
Policy CC6 New development and tranSPOIT.........ccccveeeviiieeieseciese e 281
Policy CC7 Digital infrastructure and telecommunications............ccceeveeveveevereseene e 282
WaSte and MINETAIS .......c.cociriiiiei ettt 283
Policy WM1 Waste ManagEMENT.........cccouririrerierieieieeeiesieeie sttt ettt resre s s s eeeeneas 283
Policy WM2 WaASte faCIlItIES......c..coveieieiieiieieeeee et 283
Policy WM3 Safeguarding waste facilitieS...........cccveeieeeviieeie e 283
Policy WM4 Open Waste faCiliI@S........ccceiieieiiceeece ettt 283
Policy WMS5 MIneral EXIFACHON ........c.ccvevueiiieierieseeiesie ettt e ste e ste e esae st svaesesreenenae s 283
POLICY WIMB ...ttt sttt ettt be bbb bt e it et eneeneas 284
POlICYy WM7 OPENCASE COAL....c..ovimieiieiieiieiiriestesteret ettt st 284
Policy WM8 Land instability and minerals [8gacy .........cc.coceererenenienieiieineeesesenieseeeeeenns 284
Policy WM9 Cumulative iMPACT .........ccveviiiieieieceeese ettt e et s reeae e eveesbesreenenne s 284
Policy WM10 Restoration and afterCare ..........ccoveeeeeeeerieeeie et se e s snea 284
INFrastruCtUre @and D IIVEIY ........ooui ettt et st eaa e besreenreste s 285
Policy ID1 Delivering iNfraStrUCTUIE ..........coeiiririirieieieeeeetete ettt 285
Policy ID2 Planning OBIGatioN........c.cueiiiriiininieie ettt 285
POIICY ID3 ENTOTCEMENT.......eitiieiieieieieieeee ettt sttt be bbbt e e eneas 285

APPENDIX 24: Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Evidence List..286

APPENDIX 25: Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Written
COITESPONUEINCE ...ttt sttt ettt b bt b e s bbb e s et et e st eae b nbesbense e e s ens 288



1.

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

Introduction
Sunderland City Council’'s new Local Plan will guide how the City develops over
the next 20-25 years. It will supersede the ‘saved’ policies of the extant Unitary
Development Plan (UDP, adopted 1998) and the UDP Alteration No.2 - Central
Sunderland (adopted 2007).

The new Sunderland Local Plan will comprise three development plan
documents:

e Core Strategy & Development Plan

¢ Allocations & Designations Plan

e International Advanced Manufacturing Park Area Action Plan

Part One — Core Strategy and Development Plan (CSDP); The CSDP will set
an overarching strategy, strategic policies and strategic allocations and
designations for the future change and growth of Sunderland. The Plan will
also include local policies for Development Management purposes. The Plan
will cover the period 2015 to 2033 and is for development within Sunderland’s
administrative boundaries.

Part Two — Allocations and Designations Plan (A&D Plan); will set out local
policies including site-specific policy designations and allocations for the
development, protection and conservation of land in the city in order to deliver
the overall strategy set out within this Plan.

Part Three — International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP) Area
Action Plan (AAP) 2017-2032 (IAMP AAP); was adopted by Sunderland City
Council and South Tyneside Council in November 2017. This part of the Local
Plan sets out site specific policies for the comprehensive development of the
IAMP.

The timeline for the preparation of each of the council’s Local Plan
Development Plan Documents is set out in the latest Local Development
Scheme (LDS).

Local Plan Preparation and Consultation

1.7

1.8

In preparing Local Plan documents, the council is required to follow the
procedures and regulations laid down in the Town and Country Planning (Local
Planning) (England) Regulations 2012, as amended, and in its adopted
Statement of Community Involvement in regard to consultation.

The council adopted its Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) in February
2015. This sets out the processes that the council will follow to engage and
consult with local communities and key stakeholders, including statutory and
Duty to Cooperate consultees, in the course of drafting Local Plan documents.
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1.9 The 2012 Regulations identify three key stages of plan preparation and the
minimum level of public consultation required before a Local Planning Authority
(LPA) can proceed to publish a submission version of a Local Plan document.
The key stages are:

e Preparation of a Local Plan (Regulation 18)
e Publication of a Local Plan (Regulation 19-20)
e Submission of a Local Plan (Regulation 22)

1.10 Regulation 18 of the 2012 Regulations states that the following preparation
must take place before a Local Plan can progress to Publication stage:

Requlation 18
() A local planning authority must —

a. Notify each of the bodies or persons specified in paragraph (2) of the
subject of a local plan which the local planning authority propose to
prepare, and

b. Invite each of them to make representations to the local planning
authority about what a local plan with that subject ought to contain.

(2) The bodies or persons referred to in paragraph (1) are —

a. Such of the specific consultation bodies as the local planning authority
consider may have an interest in the proposed local plan;

b. Such of the general consultation bodies as the local planning authority
consider appropriate; and

c. Such residents or other persons carrying on business in the local
planning authority’s area from which the local planning authority
consider it appropriate to invite representations

(3) In preparing the local plan, the local planning authority must take into account
any representation made to them in response to invitations under paragraph

().

1.11 Regulation 19 of the 2012 Regulations states that the following criteria must be
satisfied, before a plan can be submitted to the Secretary of State:

Regqulation 19
Before submitting a local plan top the Secretary of State under section 20 of the Act,
the local planning authority must —

a. Make a copy of each of the proposed submission documents and a
statement of the representations procedure available in accordance
with regulation 35, and

b. Ensure that a statement of the representations procedure and a
statement of the fact that the proposed submission documents are
available for inspection and of the places and times at which they can
be inspected is sent to each of the general consultation bodies and
each of the specific consultation bodies invited to make representations
under regulation 18 (1)
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1.12 Regulation 20 of the 2012 Regulations specifies who can make representations
and when representations must be received by the local planning authority. It
states:

Requlation 20

(1) Any persons may make representations to a local planning authority about a
local plan which the local planning authority propose to submit to the
Secretary of State.

(2) Any such representations must be received by the local planning authority by
the date specified in the statement of the representations procedure.

(3) Nothing in this regulation applies to representations taken to have been made
as mentioned in section 24(7) of the Act

1.13 Regulations 19 and 20 must be satisfied prior to submission of a local plan
document to the Secretary of State under Regulation 22.

Purpose of this Consultation Statement

1.14 This Consultation Statement identifies the key stages and outcomes of the
CSDP’s consultation and engagement processes and details how the
document’s preparation to date, complies with Regulation 18 of the 2012
Regulations, to progress to “Publication” stage of a Local Plan.

1.15 In addition, it will detail how Regulations 19 and 20 will be met through the
upcoming Core Strategy and Development Plan Publication Draft Consultation
and the next steps for submission of the document to the Secretary of State, in
accordance with Regulation 22 of the 2012 Regulations.

1.16 This Consultation Statement in itself is a requirement of the 2012 Regulations
and forms one of the “proposed submission documents” referred to within
Regulation 19.

1.17 Although work on the Plan commenced as early as 2005, and consultation
responses from these earlier stages have been taken into consideration, it was
decided to rebase the Plan with a start date of 2015, to take account of the
passage of time, updated evidence and changes to Government guidance.
Consequently, this Consultation Statement will focus on plan compliance with
Regulations 18, 19 and 20 from 2015 onwards.
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2. Initial Preparation and Consultation Stages Pre-2015

(Regulation 18)

2.1 The council has undertaken five rounds of consultation, which includes
Sustainability Appraisal consultation, as summarised in Figure 1. This Chapter
outlines the consultation undertaken between 2005 and 2015.

Figure 1: Sunderland Local Plan Preparation Consultation Timeline

Consultation Stage Timeline
1 | LDF Key Issues & Options Consultation November 2005 - January
2006
2 | LDF Core Strategy Preferred Options Draft December 2007 — February
Consultation 2008
3 | LDF Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report May — July 2009
Consultation
4 | LDF Alternative Approaches Consultation 15 September — 6 November
2009
5 | Local Plan Draft Core Strategy & Development | 1 August — 11 October 2013
Management Policies Consultation

Issues and Options (2005-2006)

2.2 Consultation on initial key Issues & Options took place from November 2005
to January 2006. The purpose of the document was to identify the key
economic, social and environmental challenges faced by Sunderland and
provide a range of spatial development options to respond to the challenges.

Core Strategy Preferred Options Draft (2007-2008)

2.3 The Issues and Options consultation subsequently informed the preparation of
the LDF Core Strategy Preferred Options Draft document, which was
consulted on between December 2007 - February 2008. This document
identified the preferred options to respond to the spatial challenges identified at
the Issues and Options stage.

Alternative Approaches (2009)

2.4 Due to further changes in Government legislation and regional guidance
(including adoption of “The North East of England Plan: Regional Spatial
Strategy to 2021” in July 2008), together with changing local circumstances, the
council considered it necessary to consult on Alternative Approaches for
Sunderland’s spatial development. In particular, there was a need to consider
how Sunderland’s housing and employment needs might change and the
implications of these for future development patterns.

2.5 This consultation took place between 15 September - 6 November 2009, and
was based around four alternative strategic spatial options that had been
informed by feedback from the previous Core Strategy consultation, preparation
of the UDP Alteration No.2 for Central Sunderland, the emerging Economic
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Masterplan and the principles of the Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS, July

2008). These alternative approaches were as follows:

A. Focusing development upon the conurbation — principally concentrate
on the development and growth of the city centre/Central Sunderland, with
further focus on Washington and the main built-up area of Sunderland,
while only 'sustainable growth' would be sought in the Coalfield area.

B. Proportional distribution of development — broadly reflect existing
population levels and land area of the four sub-areas and therefore provide
a proportional distribution of development across the city, with additional
development emphasis given to the city centre and Central Sunderland
area due to its regeneration priority.

C. Focus development within the current urban area — concentrate
development within the existing urban area and on suitable previously-
developed ‘brownfield’ land, retaining open space and countryside, with
only limited growth in the Coalfield area.

D. Sub-area spatial requirements — a hybrid of Approaches A-C, focusing on
defined local sub-area needs and priorities.

2.6 As set out in the summary leaflet (see Appendix 1), each approach had
different implications for the distribution of the RSS-based housing and
employment land requirements across the city, and as such were accompanied
by a detailed analysis of their relative strengths and weaknesses, together with
a Sustainability Appraisal. The summary leaflet included a short questionnaire
response form for Freepost return.

2.7 Responses from the 8-week public consultation highlighted that hybrid
Approach D was the preferred option for the Core Strategy’s spatial strategy.

Draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies (2013)

2.8 The responses received to the Alternative Approaches consultation and the
principles of the preferred ‘hybrid’ approach were used to inform preparation of
the Local Plan Draft Core Strategy and Development Management Policies
document (including a key diagram and proposals map). This was published
for consultation from 1 August to27 September 2013. The consultation period
was extended by a further two weeks to 11 October 2013 at the request of local
Members, to meet public demand.

2.9 The draft Core Strategy and Development Management Policies document was
accompanied by a supporting Sustainability Appraisal (incorporating a Strategic
Environmental Assessment), Habitats Regulations Assessment screening
reports, draft Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) and a draft Settlement Breaks
Review study report. The draft Plan also reflected changes ensuing from the
Localism Act 2011, the Government’s new National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF, March 2012) and the revocation of the Regional Spatial Strategy for the
North East on 15 April 2013.
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2.10 Each of the preferred options policies were accompanied by a series of
‘rejected options’, demonstrating how each draft policy had been tested,
analysed and justified in terms of the wider policy review, public consultation
and the Sustainability Appraisal.

How was the consultation undertaken?

2.11 The consultation documents, including Core Strategy and Settlement Breaks
Review executive summaries and leaflets (see Appendix 2) for each sub-area
of the City, were made available on the Council’'s website and for public viewing
at the Sunderland Civic Centre, customer service centres and public libraries.
In addition to posters at various venues, the statutory notice and related articles
were published in the Sunderland Echo and Evening Chronicle (1 and 8 August
2013), with the extended consultation period also advertised in the Echo (19
September 2013) — see Appendix 3. Publicity also went out via the Council’s
Facebook social media page. Letters were sent direct to all statutory
consultees (together with a CD-ROM of the key documents) on both 18 and 30
July 2013, as well as to others registered on the Planning Policy mailing
database and those households in close proximity to strategic development
sites (eg. South Sunderland Growth Area and land North of Nissan) — see
Appendix 4.

2.12 Responses were invited via the council’'s online Limehouse ‘Objective’
consultation portal, by e-mail and by post. Responses could also be submitted

by completing a response form at one of the 20 public exhibition drop-in events

held at 13 venues across the City, where people could come and discuss the
proposed plans with Council officers (see Figure 2).

Figure 2: Draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies
Consultation Events

Date Venue Time

Thursday 8 Sandhill Centre Library, Grindon Doxford 9.30am — 3.30pm
August Park Community Association, Mill Hill Road | 5pm — 7pm

Friday 9 August | Ryhope Library, Black Road 1pm — 4pm
Saturday 10 City Library and Arts Centre, Fawcett 9.30am — 12.30pm
August Street

Monday 12 City Library and Arts Centre, Fawcett 9.30am — 3.30pm
August Street

Tuesday 13 Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road 1pm —4pm
August

Wednesday 14

Fulwell Library, Dene Lane

9.30am — 12 noon

August Kayll Road Library 1pm —4pm
Bunny Hill Library, Hylton Lane 5pm — 7pm

Thursday 15 Bunny Hill Library, Hylton Lane 9.30am — 12 noon

August Shiney Row Library, Chester Road 1pm —4pm
Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road Spm —7pm
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Friday 16 Washington Millennium Centre Library, 9.30am — 12.30pm
August Concord

Saturday 17 Fulwell Library, Dene Lane 9.30am — 12.30pm
August

Monday 19 Washington Millennium Centre Library, Spm —7pm
August Concord

Tuesday 20 Washington Library, The Galleries 9.30am — 3.30pm
August

Wednesday 21 | Electronic Village Hall, mill Hill Road, 9.30am — 12.30pm
August Doxford

Thursday 21 Houghton Library, Newbottle Street 9.30am — 3.30pm
August

Saturday 24 Washington Library, The Galleries 9.30am — 12.30pm
August

Saturday 31 Houghton Library, Newbottle Street 9.30am — 12.30pm
August

2.13 Several meetings also took place with key stakeholder groups, including
disability, BME, inter-faith, older persons and LGBT independent advisory
groups. Sessions were also held with the local Members of the Coalfield and
Washington Place Boards.

2.14 The extended 10 weeks consultation period resulted in 85 responses received
from groups and individuals to the Core Strategy consultation, comprising some
125 representations. Along with various comments received through the
staffed library events and Members’ briefing sessions in each of the city’s five
Regeneration Areas, these comprised a total of 445 representations altogether.

2.15 A further 24 responses were received in relation to the Settlement Breaks
Review consultation, comprising 32 representations (mainly objections).

2.16 The responses received to this consultation are available to view online and are
appended to this report at Appendix 5 and Appendix 6 respectively.

South Sunderland Growth Area

2.17 The South Sunderland Growth Area (SSGA) was first identified in the August
2013 draft Core Strategy & Development Management Policies document as a
major new growth area ‘Location for Major Development’ providing circa 3,000
new homes to help provide for the Sunderland’s projected future housing
growth requirements. The Planning Inspector for the UDP Public Inquiry in
1997 had previously indicated the potential of the ‘greenfield’ land north of
Burdon Lane between the Green Belt and the built-up area as providing
sufficient flexibility for possible future growth to meet potential housing needs
beyond the UDP’s plan period. Responses to public consultation at the Issues
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& Options stage in 2005/06 had also broadly accepted that some ‘greenfield’
development may be necessary to provide for growth.

2.18 The Settlement Breaks Review study, also consulted on alongside the draft

2.19

Core Strategy in summer 2013, had indicated that there could be potential to
release much of the South Sunderland Settlement Break area for development.

Further public consultation on the South Sunderland Growth Area took place in
July 2015 to help inform preparation of the draft SSGA Masterplan. Two drop-
in events in Ryhope and Doxford Park on 13 and 14 July 2015 were attended
by 225 local residents, with 60 also attending an evening presentation and Q&A
session at Doxford Park on 14 July 2015.

2.20 40 people completed comment sheets at the events or submitted them to the

2.21

2.22

council after the consultation events. The responses received to this
consultation are set out at Appendix 7.

Preparation of the draft SSGA Masterplan was supported by detailed transport
modelling and a Sustainability Appraisal (SA, 2015) which had been informed
by a SSGA SA Scoping Report (2014). The corresponding Habitats
Regulations Assessment (HRA) Screening Report (2014) and Appropriate
Assessment (2015) for the SSGA, which had identified the need for mitigation
measures to be incorporated in the proposed development scheme, was also
made available for consideration.

It was subsequently decided to take forward the SSGA Masterplan as a

Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) in support of the statutory Local

Plan. Key Masterplan amendments arising from comments received to the July

2015 pre-consultation events included:

e alternative alignment/roundabout provision for the Ryhope-Doxford Link
Road to reduce the impact on Ruswarp Drive; and

e provision of buffers and open space to screen the existing houses from
future development.

Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report

2.23

2.24

To identify the scope of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) for the revised Core
Strategy, a draft SA Scoping Report was prepared which included a review of
other plans and programmes, established the existing baseline position, and
set out the proposed SA Framework against which the Core Strategy Vision,
Objectives and Policies would be assessed. Following consultation on an initial
draft SA Scoping Report for the LDF Core Strategy during May-July 2009, a
revised SA Scoping Report for the new Local Plan Core Strategy was published
for consultation for a 5-week period between 23 October - 27 November 2015.

In addition to publishing a statutory notice in the local press (see Appendix 8)
and making the draft SA Scoping Report available on the council’s website, the
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three statutory SA consultation bodies (Natural England, Historic England and
the Environment Agency) were directly consulted by letter (see Appendix 8),
together with a number of other key stakeholders:

adjacent local authorities

Town and Parish Councils within and bounding the Sunderland City Council
area

Coal Authority

Highways England

Homes and Communities Agency (HCA)

Marine Management Organisation (MMO)
Network Rail

NHS Clinical Commissioning Groups (CCG)
Northumbria Police

North East Local Enterprise Partnership (NELEP)
Telecommunications operators

Utilities companies

How was consultation undertaken?

2.25 Consultation responses to the revised SA Scoping Report were received from
Natural England, the Environment Agency and Highways England (see
Appendix 9). These led to amendments to the Report’'s Appendix 2 (Plans,
Policies and Programmes) and Appendix 3 (Baseline), with the SA Scoping
Report subsequently finalised in March 2016.
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3.2

Consultation Post 2015

It was decided to rebase the Plan with a start date of 2015, to take account of
the passage of time, updated evidence and changes to Government guidance.

The Plan preparation process involved three subsequent consultations over this
time period, with a fourth and final stage of consultation planned for Summer
2018 (see Figure 3).

Figure 3: Consultation Stages Post-2015

Consultation Stage Timeline
Early 1 Local Plan Sustainability Appraisal 23 October — 27
Engagement: Scoping Report Consultation November 2015
Regulation 2 Local Plan Core Strategy Growth 19 May — 1 July 2016
18 Options Consultation
3 Local Plan Draft Core Strategy & 7 August — 2 October
Development Plan Consultation 2017
Pre 4 Local Plan Core Strategy & 15 June — 27 July 2018
Consultation: Development Plan Publication Draft
Regulations Consultation
19 & 20
3.3 Each of the above stages signifies consultation on a document and subsequent
amendments and refinement to policies within a document. Feedback reports
have been published which provide further details for each period of
consultation, including the issues raised and how the comments received were
used to inform the subsequent stage of the Plan.
3.4 This chapter of the statement sets out the extensive efforts of engagement

undertaken with relevant agencies and the local community in the refinement of
the policies and proposals in the Plan, in accordance with the Statement of
Community Involvement and legislation and guidance set out in the Town and
Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012.

Growth Options (2016) (Regulation 18)

Purp
3.5

3.6

ose of the consultation

In light of further changing circumstances, including the emerging proposal for a
cross-boundary International Advanced Manufacturing Park (IAMP) to the north
of Nissan, it was considered necessary to review and update the strategic
approach and evidence base for the Local Plan Core Strategy, while also re-
basing the Local Plan to run from 2015.

A range of alternative Growth Options related to different scales of potential
housing development and associated jobs and infrastructure were therefore
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3.7

3.8

consulted on between 18 May - 1 July 2016 to help determine the most

appropriate scale of growth for the City:

e Low Growth (515 dwellings per year / decline of 10,000 working-age
people)

e Medium Growth (820 dwellings per year / increase of 2,000 working-age
people)

e High Growth (1,055 dwellings per year / increase of 7,000 working-age
people)

Growth options map Sundwtand o |

0
Growth options et
consultation

What is this
consultation
all about?

Detailed information was set out to explain what each option would mean for
development in the city in terms of housing, the economy and employment,
transport, the environment and sustainable communities, and thus enable
people to make an informed decision. The three alternative Growth Options

are summarised together with related key assumptions in the table at Appendix
10

A supporting Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and Habitats Regulations
Assessment (HRA) of the Growth Options were also made available for
consultation.

In parallel, the consultation additionally invited comments on supporting
evidence base documents for the Local Plan. In particular, the Strategic Land
Review which assessed all potential development sites across the City, and the
Green Belt Review, which looked at the role of the Green Belt around
Sunderland and assessed whether parts might have the potential to be
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released for development, should there be a need for land that could not be
met within existing settlement boundaries. The latest demographic analysis of
Sunderland’s projected population and household changes, Strategic Housing
Market Assessment (SHMA) and housing needs, Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment (SHLAA) and Employment Land Review (ELR) were
also made available for consideration. All consultation documents and related
background evidence were made available in local libraries and Sunderland
Civic Centre.

When did we consult?
3.9 The consultation period ran for over 6 weeks in total between 19 May — 1 July

2016. Engagement undertaken was over-and-above the minimum requirements
identified in The Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 Regulation 18 stage, for the preparation of a Local Plan.

Which bodies and persons were invited to make representations under
Regulation 18?
3.10 The council wrote directly to all statutory consultees, general consultation

bodies and those who had previously expressed an interest in the Local Plan. A
total of 719 letters and 221 e-mails were sent out — a copy of the letter and
email text is included at Appendix 11, with a list of the consultees contacted at
Appendix 12.

How were bodies and persons invited to make representations?
3.11 Various forms of communication were used to advertise the consultation and

events to both statutory and non-statutory stakeholders, including;

a. leaflets enclosing a short questionnaire about the alternative growth
options (see Appendix 13);

b. posters (see Appendix 14);

c. the Council’'s website with an online version of the questionnaire (linked
via the homepage carousel and Planning pages, plus a pop-up banner
on staff computers and intranet Hub);

d. social media channels (Facebook and Twitter);
e. press release adverts and articles (Appendix 14);

f. distribution of emails and e-bulletins by Sunderland City Council Area
Officers, to local groups which reached 500-1,000 of their contacts;

g. verbal presentations at various group meetings; and

h. Member briefings

3.12 Due to financial constraints, it was considered to be uneconomical to write to all

households and businesses in Sunderland to inform them of the Growth
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Options consultation. Instead the council employed alternative methods of
communication to engage with residents and businesses.

3.13 Leaflets and posters were made available at all local libraries, Sunderland City
Council Customer Service Centres, Sunderland Civic Centre, children’s centres
and doctor’s surgeries. The consultation events poster was published in the
main Sunderland Echo local newspaper on 20th May 2016 (and also picked up
by the local SunFM online radio station), with related articles published in the
newspaper on 9 June and 28 June respectively (see Appendix 14).

3.14 A series of 23 public consultation drop-in events,took place at 12 venues
across the city during May and June 2016 (see Figure 4 below), giving local
people the opportunity to come and view exhibition displays about the Growth
Options and to discuss issues and concerns with council officers. The footfall
for the drop in events totalled 92 consultees, with 166 leaflets distributed across
the events.

3.15 Presentations were given at various local group meetings, including:
e 20 May 2016 Wear Catchment Partnership (Rainton Meadows)

e 31 May 2016 Springwell Residents’ Committee (Springwell Methodist
Church)

e 23 June 2016 Sunderland Youth Inspectors Group (Sunderland Civic
Centre)

e 29 June 2016 Sunderland Youth Parliament (Sunderland Civic Centre)
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Figure 4: Growth Options Consultation Drop-in Events

Date Venue Time
Saturday 21 City Library Fawcett Street 10am — 12.30pm
May
Monday 23 Houghton Library, Newbottle Street 10am — 12pm
May Bunnyhill Centre, Hylton Lane 3.30pm — 6.30pm
Tuesday 24 Kayll Road Library 10am — 1pm
May Ryhope Library, Black Road 2pm — 5pm
Wednesday Washington Library, The Galleries 10am — 1.30pm
25 May Fulwell Library, Dene Lane 4.30pm — 6.30pm
Thursday 26 Sandhill Centre, Grindon Lane 10am — 1pm
May Shiney Row Library, Chester Road 2pm —4pm
Friday 27 May | Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road 10am — 12pm
Washington Millennium Centre, Concord | 2pm — 5pm
Monday 6 City Library Fawcett Street 10am — 2pm
June Washington Millennium Centre, Concord | 3.30pm — 6pm
Tuesday 7 Shiney Row Library, Chester Road 10am — 12pm
June Ryhope Library, Black Road 2pm —4pm
Wednesday 8 | Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road 10am — 1pm
June Sandhill View, Grindon Lane 2pm — 5pm
Thursday 9 Bunnyhill Library, Hylton Lane 10am — 12pm
June Wearside Health & Racquets Club, 3pm —7pm
Camberwell Way, Doxford Park
Friday 10 June | Kayll Road Library 1lam —1pm
Fulwell Library, Dene Lane 3pm — 5pm
Saturday 11 Houghton Library, Newbottle Street 10am — 12pm
June Washington Library, The Galleries 1pm — 3pm

3.16 Three briefing sessions for elected Members were attended by 34 local

councillors.

3.17 The council advertised the consultation and its events on social media
platforms, Facebook and Twitter. Engagement analysis identified that of the 8
Growth Option consultation posts advertised on both platforms during the
consultation period, 3,168 Facebook users were reached (1,791 for the first
post on 26 May 2016). TheFacebook posts gained 5 ‘Likes’ and 5 ‘Shares’,
while the Twitter posts received 15 ‘Likes’ and 22 ‘Retweets’.

3.18 Those wishing to respond to the consultation were encouraged to do so online
via the Council’s ‘Objective’ consultation portal, completion of the leaflet
guestionnaire or in writing by e-mail or letter. Drop boxes were also made
available at libraries and the Civic Centre for people to drop their responses

into.

Summary of the main issues raised by representations

3.19 A total of 208 responses were received to the consultation. The majority of
responses were received through the Council’'s online Limehouse ‘Objective’
consultation portal (89 responses, 43%) with 47 leaflet questionnaires returned
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(22%) and 72 e-mails (35%). A schedule summarising all of the 331
representation points received, together with the Council’s responses to them,
is set out at Appendix 15.

Question 1: Of the three Growth Options proposed which one do you
think is the most appropriate for the city and should be taken forward in
the Core Strategy?

3.20 In response to Question 1 about which growth option people considered to be
most appropriate for Sunderland, nearly half (49%) indicated a preference for
the High Growth Option — see Figure 4. However, with 52 respondents giving
no preference or not answering the question, the 102 respondents who
favoured the High Growth option equated to a 65% majority. A small number of
consultees considered an intermediate scale of growth somewhere between
the alternative options to be a more reasonable approach.

Figure 4: Growth Options Consultation Responses Summary - Scale of
Growth Preference (Question 1)

Low-Medium
Low Growth / !
28 1%
No Response / 13%
No Preference
52
25% Medium Growth
24
Medium-High

11%

1
1%

3.21 The majority of local residents and local groups supported the medium to high
growth options. Where support for no development or low growth options were
expressed, issues of existing infrastructure capacity and erosion of the Green
Belt and its purposes were raised as concerns.

3.22 As might be expected, housebuilders, developers and other parties with land
interests expressed a preference for the higher growth option in order to reduce
the level of in-commuting and provide a more sustainable option for the growth
of Sunderland in line with its economic aspirations.

3.23 Neighbouring Gateshead Council and Newcastle City Council implied that the
lower growth option would be more acceptable. Along with South Tyneside
Council, they raised concerns regarding the population growth and migration,
which neighbouring local authority areas it would come from and what impact
this would have upon them and their adopted or emerging strategies. Duty to
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Co-operate meetings with neighbouring authorities were programmed to
discuss these issues further and resolve issues where possible.

3.24 Several statutory stakeholders reserved the right to make further comment until
more detail was released in the publication draft Plan, when the impact of site-
specific considerations could be considered fully. All stakeholders welcomed
further and continued dialogue.

3.25 The number of no responses/no preferences was bolstered by a significant
number of consultees who wished only to make comments in relation to specific
supporting reports such as the Green Belt Report, Strategic Land Review or
SHLAA. Most developers and parties with land interests made detailed
comments on these reports and specific sites. It became apparent that this
would require detailed consideration and review of SHLAA site submissions,
which could warrant changes to SHLAA site assessments and the overall
number of suitable housing sites that could be drawn upon to determine if there
was a sufficient supply of sites to deliver the chosen growth option. The
outcome of the supply of sites would then need to be considered in the context
of the conclusions within the Green Belt report, the Strategic Land Review and
the comments submitted through the consultation, to determine if land was
required to be released from the Green Belt.

Question 2: Are there any other options that you think should be
considered?

3.26 Several alternative growth option approaches were put forward in response to

Question 2. These included:

e a higher growth option that reflects the economic aspirations of the SEP
and IAMP to deliver a step change in housing over and above the High
Growth Option;

e provision for flexibility within the preferred growth option to move from one
to the other (higher and lower), allowing compensation for economic
uncertainty from impending Brexit and the cyclical nature of the housing
market;

e housing growth to be focused on brownfield land as a priority within the
chosen growth option to facilitate city renewal and reduce the need to
release land from the Green Belt (existing brownfield clearance sites and
bringing empty homes back into use);

¢ Medium and High Growth Options to reflect the requirement for wider
connectivity to the region, including a Metro link to the wider area of
Sunderland and further afield to Durham.
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Question 3: As set out previously, the 2013 draft Core Strategy divides
into the 5 sub-areas and proposed a different approach to how each of
these areas might be developed over the next 20 years. Do you think that
these approaches are still appropriate and should be used as a basis for
the next version of the Core Strategy?

3.27 In terms of the previous draft Core Strategy’s different approaches to the City’s
five sub-areas for how they might develop over the next 20 years, views were
fairly evenly split. 28% (55 respondents) considered this to still be appropriate
with 26% (51) disagreeing, while 46% (89) had no opinion and did not answer
that question.

3.28 Responses generally corresponded with land interests, development
opportunities and areas of Green Belt pressure and followed no set pattern.
Local residents generally preferred the focus for development to be on urban
brownfield land rather than greenfield land.

Question 4: If No, do you think different approaches should be used?
What proportion of land development do you think should be used in
each sub-area? More/less for housing? More/less for employment? What
are your views on the location of new retailing?

3.29 Rather than putting forward any alternative approaches, those disagreeing with
the draft Core Strategy’s approach to the City’s five sub-areas instead raised
specific issues with the evidence base and methodology used to justify the
approach to development distribution. These were given further consideration
in reviewing the spatial distribution to sub-areas in the context of the preferred
Growth Option for Sunderland.

Summary of the Main Views by Sub-Area

3.30 Central — a desire to see more development in the City Centre that would make

it a more attractive place for young professionals to live and work:

e Sunderland University would like to see Central sub-area expanded to
included adjacent land areas within its boundary.

e Concern regarding development proposals in relation to Habitats
Regulations Assessment.

e A number of responses would like to see retail development focused in the
City Centre.

3.31 Sunderland North — concern over the impact that development will have on
the existing highways and ecology in the area:

e Member concern that additional development will have a negative impact
on congestion, highway safety and environmental infrastructure in
Sunderland North sub-area.

e Concerns raised regarding development growth in the sub-area in relation
to Habitats Regulations Assessment.
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Concern expressed by Sunderland and South Tyneside Ecologists
regarding development proposals at Seaburn and around Fulwell Quarries
SSSI.

3.32 Sunderland South — both support and objection to residential development
and concern over the impact it would have on ecology in the area:

General support for the level of housing proposed in the Sunderland South
sub-area, although developers and those with land interests in the area
supported more housing in this location. Story Homes/ Persimmon/ Taylor
Wimpey / Bellway / HCA all wish to see development of South Sunderland
Growth Area (SSGA).

Resident objection to scale of SSGA development and absence of phased
land release proposals.

Suggestion that Sunderland North and South sub-areas should be
considered as one, with development (housing and employment) being
located in the north where possible to make use of new infrastructure (new
bridge) and improved connectivity.

Concern regarding development proposals in relation to Habitats
Regulations Assessment.

Developer proposals for Green Belt incursion at Hastings Hill / Middle
Herrington

Sunderland City Council Ecologists have raised concerns regarding the
cumulative effect of multiple development sites within corridors and the
damage this could cause to green infrastructure and protected species and
sites. Ecologists have expressed concern regarding any proposals for
development around Hastings Hill SSSI and Middle Herrington Green Belt,
and Green Belt to the south of Sunderland.

3.33 Washington — both support and objection to further development, developers
seeking more housing than was set out in the 2013 draft Core Strategy and that
the development of IAMP should be complemented with higher housing growth,
while residents of Springwell and Gateshead are opposed to Green Belt
release for housing around the village:

Consultation responses identified a disconnect between the sub-area’s
spatial strategy identified in the 2013 draft Core Strategy and the evidence
base assessment of the Washington sub-area which presents a sustainable
location for growth. Propose that the spatial strategy be changed to
accommodate more housing in Washington sub-area.

Developer support for Washington sub-area to accommodate higher
housing growth to complement Nissan growth, IAMP proposals and capture
the economic growth potential of the SEP. Notably support is offered by
those developers with land interests in Washington sub-area.

Developers support and promote the release of Green Belt sites around the
periphery of Washington (north Washington and North of Nissan) and

Page | 18



Springwell Village, as sustainable locations for housing growth with good
connectivity and access to a range of infrastructure support services.
Developers concerned that the Green belt boundary is drawn too tightly
around the settlement, while Springwell Village residents oppose Green
Belt release for housing around the village and support low growth.
Gateshead MBC has raised concerns in relation to medium and high
housing growth options; in particular, development in the Green Belt at
Springwell Village would threaten coalescence with settlements in their
GMBC area.

Sunderland City Council Ecologists have raised concerns regarding the
cumulative effect of multiple development sites within corridors and the
damage this could cause to green infrastructure and protected species and
sites. Ecologists have requested that development of greenfield sites be
avoided around Springfield Village, north of Washington and north of
Nissan due to its ecological sensitivity.

Support for employment role of Washington, the IAMP proposals and
Nissan role.

3.34 Coalfield — concern over the amount of development that has taken place in
the area recently and the pressure it has put on the road network, the impact on
environmental infrastructure, flooding and loss of greenspace:

Member and resident concern expressed that existing highways
infrastructure cannot support additional growth in the sub-area over the
plan period, with existing development exacerbating the current highway
infrastructure.

Resident concerns regarding impact of development on environmental
infrastructure, loss of green space and impact of flood plains.

Developers with land interests in the Coalfields sub-area support the spatial
distribution of housing to this sub-area and would be reluctant for it to
change.

The Wear Catchment Plan (and Environment Agency) identified that the
Core Strategy should reflect the emerging results from the surface and
groundwater studies (UK Topsoil Project) surrounding the Lumley Park
Burn in Coalfield area.

Sunderland City Council Ecologists have raised concerns regarding the
cumulative effect of multiple development sites within corridors and the
damage this could cause to green infrastructure and protected species and
sites. Ecologists have requested that development should not come
forward in the major green infrastructure corridor to the East of Houghton
and Hetton, and other main corridors, plus greenfield sites close to SSSI's.
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How have the main issues been addressed and taken forward in the next

iteration of the plan?

3.35 The issues raised through the Growth Options consultation were given full
consideration and each representation was provided with a council response.

3.36 The feedback to the Growth Options consultation, together with further review
and update of various aspects of the evidence base, informed preparation of
the revised draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (CSDP) document,
including Key Diagram Spatial Strategy Map and Policies Map. The following
main issues were addressed in the draft Core Strategy and Development Plan,
through policy changes or through update and commissioning of additional
evidence base work:

¢ New demographic modelling work was undertaken to take on board the 2014-
based Subnational Population Projections and Household Growth
projections. This also utilised a post-EU Referendum jobs forecast to ensure
that the impacts of Brexit were taken into consideration;

e The draft CSDP broadly took forward the assumptions that underpinned the
high growth option, albeit the housing numbers were lower due to the revised
demographic modelling work and jobs forecast used. The jobs forecast used
was considered to be ambitious but realistic. The levels of growth identified
within the SEP and Regeneration Masterplan were not considered to form a
robust evidence base for plan making;

e The draft CSDP would seek to encourage the redevelopment of brownfield
sites; however the evidence base indicated that there was an insufficient
supply of viable brownfield sites and therefore the Council would need to
consider greenfield and Green Belt sites;

e The draft CSDP would seek to include provision for extensions to the Metro
network, including safeguarding the Leamside Line and South Hylton to
Penshaw rail alignments;

e The draft CSDP would seek to include policies which sought to prioritise retail
development within the city centre;

e A detailed HRA would be undertaken for the draft CSDP;

e A further stage of the Green Belt Assessment would be undertaken to
consider potential development sites;

e The SSGA would be included within the draft Plan as a site allocation.

e A number of detailed assessments would be undertaken to assess the
impacts of the Plan upon infrastructure including a Transport Assessment,
Education Assessment and Infrastructure Delivery Plan;

e A number of proposed residential and employment allocations would be
proposed within the Washington sub-area to facilitate sustainable growth;

! Please refer to Growth Options Responses Report (Appendix F — Responses) available on the council’'s website
https://www.sunderland.gov.uk/media/19077/Core-Strategy-Growth-Options-Consultation-Responses-
Report/pdf/41 Core Strategy Growth Options Consultation Responses Report.pdf
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e The Central route would be included within the draft Plan as a new highways
scheme which the council would support the delivery of;

e The draft CSDP would seek to support economic growth by allocating a range
of Primary and Key Employment Areas; and

e The Plan would be reviewed on an annual basis through the Authority
Monitoring Report. Where necessary, the council would review the plan to
ensure it continues to be effective and appropriate.
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Consultation on Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (2017) (Regulation

18)

Purpose of the Consultation

3.37

3.38

When
3.39

Further to the Growth Options consultation and the main issues raised for
consideration, a draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (Draft CSDP) was
prepared. The draft CSDP was supported by Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and
Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) reports of the draft policies and
strategic site allocations, together with a draft Infrastructure Delivery Plan
(IDP). Key evidence base updates also made available included the
Employment Land Review (ELR), Strategic Housing Market Assessment
(SHMA), Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) and
finalised Strategic Land Review and Green Belt Review studies?. Appendix 16
of this report details a full evidence base listing which supported the Draft
CSDP.

In parallel with the draft CSDP, public consultation also took place on a draft
South Sunderland Growth Area Supplementary Planning Document (SSGA
SPD) and a Planning Obligations SPD Scoping Report over the same period.

did we consult?

The consultation period ran for 8 weeks between 7 August — 2 October 2017.
Engagement undertaken was over and above the minimum requirements
identified in The Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 Regulation 18 stage, for the preparation of a Local Plan.

Which bodies and persons were invited to make representations under
Regulation 18?

3.40

3.41

3.42

The council wrote directly to all statutory consultees, general consultation
bodies and those who had previously expressed an interest in the Local Plan.
Over 1,200 direct letters and emails (see Appendix 17) were also sent out on
28 July 2017 direct to all statutory consultees and those who had previously
responded to the Plan or requested to be included on the Local Plan database
(see Appendix 18).

The council undertook a variety of consultation methods and held a number of
events to engage with stakeholders regarding the draft Core Strategy and
Development Plan. Stakeholders were invited to make representations
electronically via the Limehouse Objective Portal (http://sunderland-
consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal), in writing by email
(planningpolicy@sunderland.gov.uk) or letter, or through submission of a
representation form.

The council prepared a series of consultation documents, summary leaflets (—
see Appendix 19 & 20), feedback response forms (see Appendix 21 and
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3.43

FAQs to assist the public and stakeholders in understanding the purpose and
content of the plan. These documents were made publicly available on the
Council’s website along with a wide range of supporting evidence base
studies. All documents were made available at the Sunderland Civic Centre,
libraries (in Sunderland’s City Library @ Museum & Winter Gardens,
Washington Galleries and Houghton-le-Spring), as well as at the 30 public
consultation drop-in exhibition events held around the city during August and

September (see Figure 4).

An interactive version of the CSDP Policies Map was also made available on
the website, together with the facility to submit responses via the Council’s
online Limehouse ‘Objective’ consultation portal.

Figure 4: Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Consultation Drop-in

Events
Wednesday @ 10am - Springwell Village Hall, Fell Road, Springwell,
9 August 12noon Gateshead, NE9 7RP
2pm - 4pm | Ryhope Community Centre, 2 Black Road,
Sunderland, SR2 ORX
6pm - 8pm | Fulwell Methodist Church, Dovedale Road,
Sunderland, SR6 8LN
Thursday 10am - Philadelphia Cricket Club, Bunker Hill, Houghton-
10 August 12noon Le-Spring, DH4 4JE
2pm - 4pm | North East Business & Innovation Centre (BIC),
Wearfield, Enterprise Park East, Sunderland, SR5
2TA
6pm - 8pm | Harraton Community Association, Bonemill Lane,
Washington, NE38 8BQ
Friday 11 10am - Hetton Centre, Welfare Road, Hetton-Le-Hole,
August 12noon DH5 9NE
2pm - 4pm | Barnwell Primary School, (Monument Centre),
Whitefield Estate, Penshaw, Houghton, DH4 7RT
Monday 14 | 10am - Holy Trinity Church, High Usworth, Washington,
August 12noon NE37 1NR
2pm - 4pm | St Chad’s Church Hall, East Herrington, Durham
Road, Sunderland, SR3 3ND
6pm - 8pm | Houghton Welfare Hall, Brinkburn Crescent,
Houghton-Le-Spring, DH4 5AF
Tuesday 15 | 10am - Raich Carter Centre, Commercial Road, Hendon,
August 12noon Sunderland, SR2 8PD
2pm - 4pm | Customer Service Contact Centre, Fawcett Street,
Sunderland, SR1 1RE
6pm - 8pm | Washington Leisure Centre, Washington, NE38
7SS
Wednesday | 6pm - 8pm | Doxford Park Community Centre, Mill Hill Road,
16 August Sunderland, SR3 2"
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3.44

Monday 18 | 10am - Raich Carter Centre, Commercial Road, Hendon,
September | 12noon Sunderland, SR2 8PD
2pm - 4pm | Hetton Centre, Welfare Road, Hetton-Le-Hole,
DH5 9NE
6pm - 8pm | Barnwell Primary School (Monument Centre),
Whitefield Estate, Penshaw, Houghton, DH4 7RT
Tuesday 19 | 10am - The Secret Garden, Doxford Park, Silksworth
September | 12noon Road, Sunderland, SR3 2PD
2pm - 4pm | Houghton Welfare Hall, Brinkburn Crescent,
Houghton-Le-Spring, DH4 5AF
6pm - 8pm | San Street Youth Project, Sans Street South,
Sunderland, SR1 1HG
Wednesday | 10am - Fulwell Methodist Church, Dovedale Road,
20 12noon Sunderland, SR6 8LN
September | 2pm - 4pm | North East Business & Innovation Centre (BIC),
Wearfield, Enterprise Park East, Sunderland, SR5
2TA
6pm - 8pm | Springwell Village Hall, Fell Road, Springwell,
Gateshead, NE9 7RP
Thursday 10am - Philadelphia Cricket Club, Bunker Hill, Houghton-
21 12noon Le-Spring, DH4 4JE
September | 2pm - 4pm | Ryhope Community Centre, 2 Black Road,
Sunderland, SR2 ORX
6pm - 8pm | Washington Millennium Centre, The Oval,
Washington, NE37 2QD
Friday 22 10am - Hetton Centre, Welfare Road, Hetton-Le-Hole,
September | 12noon DH5 9NE
2pm - 4pm | Health & Racquet Club, 3 Camberwell Way,
Sunderland, SR3 3XN
6pm - 8pm | Lambton Street Youth Centre, 25 Falkland Road,

Sunderland, SR4 6XA

The consultation and events were widely publicised via distribution of the
main consultation leaflet to every household and some businesses across the
city (by an independent mail distribution company). Posters were displayed in
public buildings, schools and doctors’ surgeries, and distributed via
Sunderland City Council Area Co-ordinators and residents’ groups. Press
releases and news articles (see Appendix 19) were also published, as well as
being advertised on the Council’s website homepage and planning service
pages, linking to the consultation portal. Engagement analysis of social
media suggested that the 13 posts made during the consultation period about
the CSDP consultation on Facebook and Twitter, reached 14,729 Facebook
usersand made 46,967 Twitter impressions (served to people’s Twitter feed)
with 409 people actively engaging with the Twitter posts (i.e. liked, retweeted,

shared).
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Press coverage about the consultation saw a preview article published in the
Newcastle Chronicle newspaper on 18 July 2017 focusing on the proposed
Green Belt releases, with an article published on the national Planning
Resource website on 4 August 2017. Articles were then published on 7
August 2017 in the Sunderland Echo newspaper and on the Council’'s Make it
Sunderland and the ITV News websites, with it also featuring in a television
news bulletin on the local BBC Look North (North East and Cumbria)
programme. A related article was also published on the local SunFM 103.4
radio station website on 11 August 2017, with the Council’'s Head of Planning
& Regeneration lain Fairlamb, being interviewed on BBC Radio Newcastle on
14 August 2017. An article was also included in the Autumn 2017 edition
(published 18 August) of the free Sunderland Vibe magazine distributed to all
households.

Further articles appeared on the Sunderland Echo website on 8, 10 and 21
August, 18, 21, 26 and 28 September 2017 in relation to the proposed West
Park Green Belt release site in East Herrington, with the Newcastle Chronicle
also featuring an article for this site on 18 September 2017. The Sunderland
Echo also published articles on 9 and 11 September about a meeting held by
the Campaign for the Protection of Rural England (CPRE) concerning the
Green Belt and Gypsy and Traveller site proposals, while an article reporting
on the Sunderland Youth Parliament meeting about the CSDP appeared on
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3.48

20 September 2017. Other articles were published on 2 October regarding
the Herrington Country Park Green Belt site at Penshaw and on 11 October in
relation to a proposed bus-only road within the South Sunderland Growth
Area. A series of five sub-area based pre-consultation briefing workshop
sessions for local elected Members were held by the council. These events
were attended by 25 of the council’s 75 councillors.

A ‘breakfast meeting’ launch event for statutory and Duty to Co-operate
consultees, and other key stakeholders was held on Friday 4 August 2017 at
the Software Centre in Sunderland. The event was attended by 29
neighbouring local authority planning officers, infrastructure providers,
consultants and developers.

Some 1,189 attendees signed in to the 30 public consultation events (Figure
6). The first series of consultation drop-in events during August were
attended by approximately 750 local residents, business people and
councillors, with the events at St. Chad’s Church Hall, Harraton Community
Centre, Springwell Village Hall, the Hetton Centre and Fulwell Methodist
Church proving the most popular. The second round of events in September
were attended by around 439 people, with those at Barnwell Primary School,
Springwell Village Hall and the Washington Millennium Centre recording the
most attendees.

Figure 6. Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Consultation Drop-in
Events Attendance

Date Drop In Event Number
of
attendees

Wednesday | Springwell Village Hall 82

9 August Ryhope Community Centre 42

Fulwell Methodist Church 54

Thursday 10 | Philadelphia Cricket Club 7

August North East Business & Innovation Centre (BIC), 14

Harraton Community Association 91

Friday 11 Hetton Centre 78

August Barnwell Primary School 23

Monday 14 | Holy Trinity Church 25

August St Chad’s Church Hall 186

Houghton Welfare Hall 31

Tuesday 15 | Raich Carter Centre 44

August Customer Service Contact Centre 19

Washington Leisure Centre 23
Wednesday | Doxford Park Community Centre 31
16 August
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Monday 18 | Raich Carter Centre 20
September | Hetton Centre 27
Barnwell Primary School (Monument Centre) 174
Tuesday 19 | The Secret Garden 7
September | Houghton Welfare Hall 25
San Street Youth Project 15
Wednesday | Fulwell Methodist Church 23
20 North East Business & Innovation Centre (BIC) 0
September | Springwell Village Hall 38
Thursday 21 | Philadelphia Cricket Club 6
September | Ryhope Community Centre 23
Washington Millennium Centre 33
Friday 22 Hetton Centre 18
September | Health & Racquet Club 29
Lambton Street Youth Centre 1

3.49 Presentations and Duty to Co-operate briefing meetings were also arranged
for various stakeholder groups throughout the consultation period, including:

. 16 August 2017 Hetton Town Council (The Hetton Centre)

o 7 September 2017 Durham County Council (Durham County Hall)

o 11 September 2017 Environment Agency (Sunderland Civic Centre)

. 12 September 2017 South Tyneside Council (Sunderland Civic Centre)

. 13 September 2017 Sunderland Youth Parliament (Sunderland Civic
Centre)

3.50 Inresponse to the draft Plan consultation, some local residents’ groups
independently arranged their own meetings to discuss the proposals. Several
street and online e-petitions were submitted by the local community in relation
to specific sites and development proposals.

Summary of the main key issues raised by representations and how issues
have been taken into account

3.51 A total of 5,022 individuals responded to the draft CSDP consultation.

3.52 A total of 12 petitions relating to nine proposed sites/locations or associated
issues were also initiated and received in response to consultation on the
draft CSDP, comprising a mix of paper and online e-petitions — see Figure 7,
with full details set out in Appendix 22). Four of the online e-petitions came
through the Council's own website, with another three using independent

petition websites to collate signatures, and formally submitting them as part of
the consultation. For those petitions received where there was both a paper
and an online petition, in most cases, these were recorded separately as they
were worded differently. As a result some people may have signed both
petitions which would lead to duplicates for some petition representations.
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However, the resource required to investigate and distinguish this discrepancy
would be too onerous for the council and therefore, remains unchanged.

3.53

The table below (summarises the numbers of signatories to each petition as

at the close of the CSDP consultation period on 2 October 2017. It should be
noted that some of the independent online petitions gained additional

signatories after the consultation period closed. Some petitions also included
additional written comments.

Figure 7: Petitions Received to the Draft Core Strategy and Development

Plan Consultation

Site/Location/Issue Petition Organising Group Signatories

Type
Hetton Lyons Angling iIPetitions Hetton Lyons Angling 558
Club Car Park (received by | Club

e-mail)
West Park, East Paper 4,384
P e-Petition 810
Land adj. Fulwell Change.org | Save Dovedale Road 362
Methodist Church | Paper Greenspace

(received by

e-mail)
Land adj. Herrington Paper Save Penshaw’s 910
Country Park, Penshaw Greenbelt

e-Petition 1,049
Springwell Village Paper Springwell Village 1,364

Residents Association

e-Petition 344
Houghton Market Place e-Petition 78
Industrial Estate
St. Luke’s Terrace, Paper Wearside Liberal 108
Pallion Democrats
Washington Gasification | Paper 11
Plant
SSGA Burdon Road Bus- | 38 Degrees | Doxford Park and Tunstall | 834
Only Link (received by ReS'dentS

e-mail)

3.54 A detailed report on the key issues raised to the consultation and how the
issues have been taken into account can be found in Appendix 24.
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5.

Consultation on Publication Draft Core Strategy and

Development Plan (Regulation 19 & 20)

Purpose of the consultation

5.1

5.2

5.3

Having had regard to the responses received to the Draft Core Strategy and
Development Plan and published changes to Government guidance, the
council reviewed its evidence base and Plan policies and made alterations to
the Plan where appropriate and reasonable to do so. This has culminated in the
Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan (draft CSDP) and Key
Policies Map.

Consultation on the Draft Publication CSDP will take a different form as it
requires adherence to Regulations 19 and 20 of the Town and Country
Planning (Local Planning) Regulations 2012 which make provisions for the
publication of a local plan and the representations received in relation to a local
plan.

Consultation and public engagement at this stage of the plan will require
representations to be made only in relation to the legal and procedural
compliance of the plan and the four tests of soundness. Soundness tests will
assess whether a plan has been;

e Positively prepared,

e Is Justified;

e |Is Effective; and

e |s Consistent with national policy.

The tests of soundness and procedural and legal requirements are examined
by an appointed Independent Planning Inspector at a public examination to
establish if a Plan can be found “sound”.

Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Supporting
Documents

5.4

5.5

The Publication Draft CSDP will be supported by a Sustainability Appraisal (SA)
and Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) reports of the draft policies and
strategic site allocations, together with a draft Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP).

Key evidence base updates will also made available including important
updates to the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA) Addendum
(2018), Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) (2018),
Gypsy and Traveller Needs Assessment Addendum (2018), Settlement Break
Review Addendum (2018), Green Belt Boundary papers, Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment — Level 2 (2018) and Transport Impacts Assessment Addendum
(2018). A full evidence base listing can be viewed at Appendix 24.

Page | 29



When will we consult?

5.6

The consultation period for the Publication Draft CSDP will be undertaken over
a six week period, commencing on Friday 15 June 2018 and finishing at 5pm
on Friday 27 July 2018.

Which bodies and persons will be invited to make representations under
Regulation 18

5.7

5.8

The council will engage with all statutory consultees, general consultation
bodies and all persons who have previously been involved or expressed an
interest in the Plan’s consultation stages, via written correspondence in the
form of a letter or email. Written correspondence will be sent to all consultees
the week commencing 12 June 2018, in anticipation of the consultation start
date on 15 June (See Appendix 25 for a copy of written correspondence).

Representations must be made by 5pm on Friday 27 July 2018, to be “duly
made”, in accordance with Regulation 20 (2). Regulation 20 specifies that any
persons making representations to a publication plan must do so by the date
and time specified in the statement of representations procedure.
Representations received within the time period, will be submitted to the
Secretary of State and considered at Independent Examination by an
appointed Planning Inspector. Those submitted outside of the time period will
not be duly made.

How will we consult?

5.9

5.10

5.11

The council will use a variety of publicity/engagement methods and events to
consult upon the Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan and its
Key Policies Map.

In order to actively publicise the final stage of the Plan’s consultation to as wide
an audience as possible, the council will advertise via;

e A series of posters at public service buildings such as doctors surgeries,
libraries and community/children’s centres to promote the consultation;

e The council's website;

e The council’s social media accounts, Twitter and Facebook;

e Press release and/or adverts in the local press;

e Distribution of emails and e-bulletins by Sunderland City Council Area
Officers to local groups;

e Core Strategy and Development Plan animation video;

e Verbal presentations; and

e Member briefings.

In accordance with Regulation 19 (a) the Publication Draft Core Strategy and

Development Plan and its evidence base will be made publically available on
the council’s website and on the Limehouse ‘Objective’ consultation portal,
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5.12

along with an online interactive Key Policies Map. A statement of
representation procedure will also be made available, detailing when
representations can be made, the deadline for making representations, how
consultees can make representations, where and at what times consultation
documents will be made available for the public and interested parties to view
and how to express an interest in appearing at the public examination of the
Plan.

A series of consultation support documents will be published alongside the Plan
to assist consultees to submit their representations, ensuring they are duly
made in respect of the Plan’s compliance with the Duty to Cooperate, legal and
procedural requirements and the four tests of soundness identified in paragraph
182 of the NPPF. A Publication Draft summary leaflet, a feedback response
form and a FAQ’s sheet will be made available to all consultees to guide them
through the process. Support documents will be made available electronically,
on the council’'s website, and in hard copy at Sunderland Civic Centre and
consultation drop in events.

5.13 A series of ten consultation drop in events are planned across Sunderland

across a two week period. The first week of consultation will commence on
Monday 18 June 2018 and finish on Friday 22 June 2018, with the second
week commencing on Monday 16 July 2018 and finishing on 20 July 2018. A
range of morning, afternoon and evening sessions have been arranged to help

to reach as wide an audience as possible (see Figure 8).

Figure 8: Consultation Events — Publication Draft Core Strategy and
Development Plan

Date Time Venue Address

18 June 9.30am — 11.30am Bunnyhill Community Room, Hylton

2018 Lane, Sunderland SR5 4BW

18 June 4.30pm to 7.00pm Wessington Primary School,

2018 Lanercost, Washington NE38 7PY

19 June 11.00am -1.30pm Houghton Sports Complex Dance

2018 Studio, Station Road, Houghton le
Spring DH4 5AH

20 June 9.30am — 11.30am Thorney Close Action & Enterprise

2018 Centre, Thorndale Road, Thorney
Close, Sunderland SR3 4JQ

22 June 4.30pm — 6.30pm Ryhope Community Centre, Black

2018 Road, Ryhope, Sunderland SR2
ORX
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16 July 9.30am — 11.30am University Sports Hall, Chester

2018 Road, Sunderland

17 July 4.30pm — 7.00pm Barnwell Primary School Sports

2018 Hall, Whitefield Estate, Houghton le
Spring DH4 7RT

18 July 5.00pm — 6.30pm Bunnyhill Community Room, Hylton

2018 Lane, Sunderland SR5 4BW

19 July 4.30pm — 6.30pm Silksworth Community Centre,

2018 Tunstall Village Road, Sunderland
SR3 2BB

20 July 10.00am — 12 noon Washington Millennium Centre,

2018 The Oval, Concord Washington
NE37 2QD

5.14 Consultation events will be staffed by Strategic Planning Officers and
supporting staff, which will be on hand to answer questions and assist
members of the public to submit compliant responses.

5.15 The council will be employing a new engagement method in the form of a two
minute animation explaining the key purposes of a Local Plan and the changes
that have been made to the Publication Draft Plan since the last stage of
consultation. The animation will be promoted via the council’s social media
channels (Twitter and Facebook) and will be available to watch on the council’s
website and at consultation drop in events during the consultation period.

5.16 Submission of representations will be encouraged through the Limehouse
‘Objective’ consultation portal. However, email, written representations and
completed response forms will also be accepted, should consultees wish to
submit responses by more traditional means. Drop boxes will be provided at all
consultation events and Sunderland Civic Centre for completed response
forms.

5.17 All consultees, both statutory and non-statutory, will be given the opportunity to
express their interest to attend the Public Examination of the Core Strategy and
Development Plan and raise matters of objection or support with the Planning
Inspector.

Next Steps (Regulation 22)

5.18 In accordance with Regulation 22 of the Town and Country Planning (Local
Planning) (England) Regulations 2012, following the closure of the consultation
period on 27 July 2018, the council will collate and review all representations to
the plan and submit them to the Secretary of State along with the;

e Submission Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan;
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e Submission Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Policies Map;
e Supporting Sustainability Appraisal Report; and

e A Consultation Statement setting out how the council has consulted
upon each stage of the Plan’s development in accordance with
Regulation 18 to 20 of the Town and Country Planning Regulations
(Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012.

5.19 The Secretary of State will appoint a Planning Inspector to review the plan at an
Independent Examination. All parties that have made representations to the
Core Strategy and Development Plan will be notified of the Independent
Examination date time and place where the hearing will be held, and the name
of the appointed Planning Inspector.
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APPENDIX 1: Alternative Approaches Consultation
(2009) — Consultation Leaflet

Your city... your say

Core strategy - altermnative approaches
Local Develbpment Frarmeson

Whatis the Local Development Framework ?

The Local Development Frarmework (LDF) is the series of documents prepared by Sunderland City Council
that together set out the planning framewaork for the city for the next 15 years. The LDF will replace the
Unitary Development Plan (UDF) which was adopted in 1998

The Local Developrment Framework will lay the foundations for the future success of the city and affect
directly or indirectly everyone who lives or works in Sunderland. It is important that it reflects the needs and
aspirations of Sunderland people.

The Core Strategy is at the heart of the LDF and sets out the vision and objectives for the physical
development of the city along with broad policies to help deliver these. it will include how land will be used
for homes and jobs. how important services such as transport. shops and leisure faciliies will be provided for
and how the natural ervironment will be enhanced and protected to 2026

Progress onthe Core Strategy

During 2005/2006 we sought your opinions on the key issues that needed to be addressed through the
Core Strategy. In Decernber 2007 an initial Preferred Options report was published for consultation, After
further evidence gathering the City Council is now consulting on four spatial development approaches listed
overleaf. Each includes a number of strategic sites whose development the council considers vital to
achieving any of the options. The results of the consultation will allow a Core Stratepy Preferred Option to be
finalised {for further consultation).

The spatial approaches have been developed to provide a variety of alternatives as to the distribution of new
development acrass the city in terms of housing, employment and the emvdronment. Each approach put
forward is realistic and achievable and adheres to several key principles covering

* Adhering to national and regional planning palicies

Deliverng the Sunderland Strategy

Strengthening the City Centre and Central Sundedand

Focusing developmert within accessible locations
* Deliverng the development of strategic sites: and
® Supporting the regeneration of deprived communities

Based upon the above key principles the four proposed approaches have different outcomes for the spatial
development of the four sub areas that comprise of, north Sunderland, south Sunderland, Washington and
the Coalfield

The maps below give a visual indication of the impact of each approach, followed by their strengths and
weaknesses. Information about the proposed Strategic Sites then follows.
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Core Strategy Approach A: Focus development on the conurbation Core Strategy Approach B: Proportional distribution of development

This principally concentrates on development and growth of the city centre/ central sunderland, Provide a balanced proportion of development (broadly reflecting population and land area)
with further focus on Washington and the main built-up area of Sunderland only. Sustainable across the four sub-areas, with additional development weighting on the city centre and
growth in Houghton and Hetton. central Sunderland area.
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Core Strategy Approach C: Focus development within the current urban area

Concentrate development within the existing urban area and on suitable previously developed
land (brownfield), retaining open space and countryside
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Core Strategy Approach D: Sub-area spatial requirements

Local sub-area needs and priorities will be brought together to form
a sustainable city-wide approach
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Septemnber 2009

Your city... your say

Septermnber 2009

Your city.. your say
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Touwr city_ your say Septernber 209

Strategic Sites

What are they?

The Core Strafegy proposes en “Siratege Stes”. These are lange sites (or infmstucturel vial to ensuting that
the councils srm of regenersting e city can be schieved. f these sites were nat 1o be developed then e
ahilty to attract ivestiment, create sgnificant numbers of new jobs and houses and mpove mgor desict
siters in ey aneas of the cly would be severely Imited

Iorst of thee sites will take several years to be fully developed completion of some being towands the end of
the plan pesod. Ths s due to bnd ownarship Bsues or contamination problems of the current lack. of
Services twaled, powed, Ewerags) to he sies |t 5 thersfore important o nchde the stes in the Core
Strategy o ensure that thelr development can be properly planned and their significant regeneration benefits
defvered

Where are Lhay?
The incation of the Srategic Sibes proposed ane shown on the plan below

‘Strategic Sites

i
it
é

E
i

I

i

i
E

Your city... your say September 2009

Whatis proposed for the sites?

1. Morth of Nissan: this site to the north of Nissan and adjacent to the A19 would be able to
accommodate a range of large scale employment uses.

2. Groves: the largest housing site in the city (35ha), the redevelopment of the fomer Groves Cranes land
would create a new residertial commurity on the riverside, with a new local centre with commurity and
business uses.

3. Farringdon Row: this site would complement developmenrt at the Vaux site, bringing new office jobs
and housing to the City Centre.

4. Stadium Village: the development of new large-scale leisure uses around the Stadiurm of Light along
with housing and employment will complete the rejuvenation of this area of the riverside.

5. Vaux: the main aim is to develop offices to bring new jobs to the City Centre, along with new homes.

6. Holmeside: new large-scale shopping facilties are proposed, to include afood supermarket. enhancing
the City Centre's retail function and its vitality and viability.

7. The Port: portselated development and employment use.

8. South Ryhope: this large greenfield site in the south of the city, accessed from the rew Southern
Radial Route, would be developed as a business park for a range of emnployment uses.

9. Sunderland Strategic Transport Corridor (S5TC): this new road will provide a link from the A19,
accessing the development sites an the riverside and the City Centre, to the Port. it will cross the river on
an iconic new road bridge west of the Queen Alexandra bridge.

10. Central Route: this road will greatly improve access to the employment areas at Sedgeletch and
Dubrnire ensuring that these areas can play a continuing role in the local economy.

How can you contribute?

We now need your views on which of the options you consider to be the best for the future of the
city, or you may wish to putforward a different option which you think is realistic, achievable and
adheres to the key principles; if so let us know.

Complete the attached free-post response form and send it back to us by 6th November 2009.

Where can you find out more or talk to amember of staff ?

The City Councils web pages http//www.sunderland.gov.uk/corestrategy detail the consultationin full
and indudes a copy of the full report setting out these ap proaches in more detall. An orHine response fom is also
available, or you can callinto the Civic Centre where a member of staff will be happy to talk to you during office
hours, or you can telephone or e-rmail us on 0191 561 1576 or at planningpolicy @sunderand.gov.uk

What happens next?

All comments received will be used to draw up the prefered spatial development approach for the city over
the next 15 years. Consultation on this preferred approach is programmed for Spring 2010 Full details of the
Local Development Framework including the future programme for the Core Strategy can be found in our
Local Developmert Scheme which is available to view on the City Council's web site at-
www.sunderand.gov.uk/1df

Page | 39



Your city... your say Septemnber 2009

Comment Card

Please feel free to submit further detailed comments by post or email to the address detailed overleaf orto
planningpolicy(@sundedand gov.uk

Companyy/Organisation:

Marne:

Address

Cortact Mumber/email

Do youwish to be included on our database to be informed of future LDF consultations 7 (f you tick Yes,
please ensure contact details are filled in)

Yes[ | Na[ ]

Spatial Approaches

Please give each approach a score between 1 and 4 with your preferred approach being no.1 and your least
preferred approach being no.4

Approach A |:| Approach B I:‘ Approach C |:| Approach D I:‘

Comments:

Is there an additional approach that we have not considered?

Strategic Sites
Q1. Do you agree with the sites suggested?  Yes[_] No[_]

Q2. If not, which do you not agree with and wiy?

Q3. Are there any other sites that you think are strategic to the Core Strategy and should be considered at
this stage, and for what uses?

Please note all comments will be made publicly available and may be identifiable to names and
organisaions

RLESFE: PRy SCE
Licencs Mo. MTZ105 -

Planning Policy Section

Development and Regeneration Services
P.O. Box 102

Civic Centre

SUNDERLAND

SA2 TDN

Page | 40



APPENDIX 2: Draft Core Strategy & Development
Management Policies and Settlement Breaks Review
Consultation (2013) — Consultation Leaflets

Have your say

on the changing
shape of Sunderland

Central Area

Eight weeks of public
consultation on key plans for
the city starts on 1 August 2013,

Tellus your views
37 Seprember 2011

Tima L CorTeTent.
PO B 100, Divic Caviive,

Swderana, SR TOM

WY AR DU RN §0v A

Dakrne

Vo rast ety oiiee 13w this method. _O

. Sunderland
Fdem 50 181 541 1574 City Council

Wihat is it about? ‘What itmeans for the
The Local Pl and Setteren Brosh Central Area
Uevhew wilirdhsance hiow and

T Cantrat Aea, Ichading B City.
Sundenand 18 SrvReed 1or new Romat
andl Comre. will be the main location for
efmircnmant s Pow we probect out o,
g aied oo e Koy
The deafts of these Socumwrts ol Knawiign Baned indwsiries
e, 1

gt Uiy

hitirions scrou tha oty wee the wetene (.

-t

Coias 1000 encourags peopie 13 v, work and shon

Feiaptna e ity cae,

Priaeiy i the Ciry Centre with over Sennarstiont

naeded o e Bonrersbebd e s pritect and

b . mariése the potential ol 5 Priers

bt

Qe neightourtoat, mproed Pwrers Compa.

otk of GO, SO g

[ per— Copmatros Lavouss Contey Sas ol Brouktt
ot o o et e

Tell us your views

available for
You can comment

il Spm on 27 September 2013

By post: Planning Policy Section, Sundertand City Council, PO Box 102, Civic Centre,

Sunderland, SR2 7DN.
By email: planningpolicy@sunderland gov.uk
online: W, P

You must register online to use this method,

If you have any queries or questions please contact the City Council Planning Policy

Team on 0191 5611574

What is it about?

The Local Plan and Settlement Break
Review will influence how land in
Sunderiand is developed for new homes
and businesses, transport, the
enviranment and how we protect our
heritage and green spaces.

The drafts of these documents can be
seen atwww sunderland gov.uk/
development-plan, 25 well 25 2t the

‘What it means for
Sunderland North

In North Sunderland the emphasis will be
on the regeneration of the seafront and
cpportunities for new housing
developments.

Key developments
Green Belt
The principle of retaining the broad extent

Civic Centre and the city.
Youc: jiew the talk

of the The

to councl staff about the plans at
exhibitions across the city, see the website
for detalls.

role of inretaining a
distinct boundary between Sunderland
and South Tyneside is likely to remain.
Housing

dertake

for2012-2032
Employment
80 hectares of land for new industries,

programme of housing renewal,
Environment

The coastal environment and heritage
resources will continue to be protected

including
manufacturing The focus is on
Washingtan and the Enterprise Zone.
strategic sites at Nissan and Vau and City
Centre office development.

Housing

potential of the area.

Seafront Regeneration Strategy
A planning and regeneration framework —
the Seafrant Regeneration Strategy —is in
place to steer development in the Roker

aver
2250, Sunderland South 7,600,
Sunderland North 1,200, Washington 500,
Coalfield 3,000.

Shopping
Priority is the City Centre with aver
85,0005qm of new retail floor space
needed.

Protecting the environment

Focus is on improved housing better
quality neighbourhoads, improved
netwark of green corridors, safeguarding
‘green space and wildlife and enhancing
the coast and riverside.

delivering
enviranmental improvements.
Employment

Riverside and Sunrise Enterprise
Fark will continue o be supported as
primary employment areas.

Have your say

on the changing
shape of Sunderland

Sunderland North

Eight weeks of public
consultation on key plans for
the city starts on 1 August 2013.

D
Sunderland
City Council

T esereezeme

L

Page | 41



Tell us your views

Both documents are available for comments until Spm on 27 September 2013

You can comment:

By past: Planning Policy Section. Sunderland City Council. PO Box 102. Civic Centre,

Sunderiand, SR2 7DN.

By email: planningpolicy(dsunderiand govuk

Online: You online at.

You must register online to use this method.

Hfyou have any queries or questions please contact the City Council Planning Policy

Team on 0191 561 1574

Whatis it about?
The Local Break

‘What it means for

Sunderland South

Review will influence how land in
Sunderiand is developed for new homes
and businesses, transport, the
environment and how we protect our
heritage and green spaces.

The majority of new hausing in the city
‘will be located within Sunderiznd South.

Key developments

Groves Crane Site

The drafts of these
seen atwww.sunderland.gov.uk/
development-plan, a5 well 35 at the
Civic Centre and libraries across the city.
You jiew the talk

The y has been
identified for residential development. A
development framework has been
prepared to guide development, which will
include a new i

to council staff about the plans at
exhibitions across the city, see the website
for details.

The Port

The Port is a major facility in supporting
the development of the offshore wind
industry, and its importance in shipping

Key
for2012-2032

Employment

will
for heavy goods freight access to the port.
Housing

including low carbon and advanced
manufacturing, The focus is on
Washingtan and the Enterprise Zone,
strategic sites at Nissan and Vaw: and City
Centre office

Sites at Cherry Knowle,
South Ryhope and Burdon Lane are
identified for residential development and
associated facilities such as a primary
school and medical facilities. The area can

Housing
15.000 new homes: Central area cver
2,250, Sunderland South 7,600,
Sunderiznd North 1,200, Washington 500,
Coalfield 3.000.

Shopping

Priority s the City Centre with aver
85.000sgm of new retail floor space:
needed.

Protecting the environment

Focus s on improved housing, better
quality neighbourhoods, improved
network of green corridors, safeguarding
green space and wildlife and enhancing
the coast and riverside.

2.800-3300
hormes; around 205% of the city's housing
need and will provide much needed
homes in a high quality setting. The
propasal will be dependent upon the
cutcome of the Settlement Break Review.
Gentoo will also undertake a programme
of housing renewal.

Environment

The area's natural and bult heritage
resources will continue to be protected.
Employment

In addition to the port, Daxford
Intermational Business Park and the former
Fallion shipyard sites will continue to be
supported and developed as major
employment sites.

Have your say

on the changing
shape of Sunderland

Sunderland South

Eight weeks of public
consultation on key plans for
the city starts on 1 August 2013.

D
Sunderland
City Council

i
- e

Tellus your views

Both dacuments are available for comments until Spm on 27 September 2013

You can comment:

By post: Planning Policy Section, Sunderland City Council, PO Bax 102, Civic Centre,

Sunderiand, SR2 7DN.

By email: planningpolicy@sunderland gow.uk

Online: You can

You must register online ta use this method.

Ifyou have any queries or questions please contact the City Councl Planning Policy

Team an 0191 5611574

What is it about?
The Local P! Break

What it means for
Washington

Review will influence how land in
Sundertand is developed for new homes
and businesses, transport, the
environment and haw we protect our
heritage and green spaces.

Washingtan will be a key provider of land
for economic development: anly a minor
amount of new housing is proposed.
Key developments

North of Nissan Strategic Site

be
seen atwww.sunderland.gov.uk/
development-plan, as well as at the
Civic Centre and libraries across the city.
You can alsc view the documents and talk
to council staff about the plans at
exhibitions across the city, see the website
for detalls.

Key Development Proposals
for 2012-2032

Employment
80 hectares of land for new industries,
including low carbon and advanced
manufacturing The focus is on
Washington and the Enterprise Zone.
strategic sites at Nissan and Vaux and City
Centre office development.

Housing

15,000 new homes: Central area over
2,250, Sunderiand South 7.600.

L potential
dermand for new sites by major emplayers,
particularly those which support low
carbon technologies. The best area is
considered to be on land north of the
existing Nissan car plant, which will require
the release ofland from the Green Belt
Transport

Improved public transport between
Washington and Sunderiand, and major
Improvements to the highway netwark will
Improve connectivity for Washington and
the new strategic site.

Leamside Line

The Leamside Line railway route will be
safeguarded as & transport corridor. In the
longer term, its reopening will improve
transport links between Washington and
Sundertand, by taking in the former
Penshaw-Pallion line.

Ultra Low Carbon Enterprise Zone

1.200, Washingtor The recent Sunderland as a
Coalfield 3,000. Low Carbon Ecanormic Area, which
o centred on the Enterprise Zone next to
opping

Priarity is the City Centre with aver
85.0005qm of new retail floor space
needed

Protecting the environment

the A19/Nissan plant, wil be key in
attracting low carbon businesses and
technologies.

Green Belt

While the principle of maintaining the
broad extent of existing Green Belt land
will be supported, the strategic site to the
north of Nissan will ivolve development
of landin the Green Belt. An amendment
ta the Green Belt boundary wil be
investigated as part of a review curently
being undertaken.

Have your say

on the changing
shape of Sunderland

Washington

Eight weeks of public
consultation on key plans for
the city starts on 1 August 2013.

D
Sunderland
City Council

UMY esrn 2w
P r—
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Tell us your views

Both documents are available for comments until Spm on 27 September 2013

You can comment:

By post: Planning Policy Section. Sunderiand City Council, PO Bax 102, Civic Centre,
Sunderland, SR2 7DN.

By email: planningpolicy@sunderiand gov.uk

Online: You can respond online at wiww.sunderland govuk/development-plan.

You must register online ta use this method.

Ifyou have any queries or questions please contact the City Council Planning Policy

Team on 0191 561 1574

What s it about?

The Local Plan and Settlement Break
Review wil infiuence how land in
Sunderiand is developed for new homes
and businesses, transport, the
environment and how we protect our
heritage and green spaces.

The drafts of these documents can be
/

‘What it means for
Coalfield Area
Regeneration in the Coalfield area will
focus on its potential as an area for new
house building,

Key developments

Housing

seenat k
development-plan, a5 well 25 2t the
Civic Centre and libraries across the city.
You can also view the documents and talk
t0 council staff about the plans at
exhibitions across the city, see the website
for details.

Key Development Proposals
for2012-2032

Employment

undertake 2
programme of housing renewal,
Environment

‘The area's unique natural environment
and industrial heritage resources will
continue to be protected and utilised to
develop the tourism potential of the area.

Shapping

Houghton town centre is the area’s main
retail and service centre but is in need of
impravements to the environment and

including low carbon and advanced
manufacturing, The focus is on
Washington and the Enterprise Zone,
strategic sites at Nissan and Vauw: and City
Centre office development.

Housing
15.000 new homes: Central area over
2,250, Sunderland South 7,600,
Sunderiand North 1,200, Washington 900,
Coalfield 3000,

Shopping

Priority is the City Centre with over
85.0005qm of new retail flaor space
needed

Protecting the environment
Focus s on improved housing better
quality neighbourhoods, improved
network of green corridors, safeguarding
‘green space and wildlife and enhancing
the coast and riverside.

retail offer. the
redevelopment of the former Houghtan
colliery site to provide a new development
is being progressed.

Central Route

‘The completion of the Central Route will
connect important employment areas to
‘the primary route network in the Coalfield
area. The coundil will continue to work
‘with Durham County Council to secure the
development of the Coalfield
Regeneration Route.

Leamside Line

‘The Leamside Line raitway route will be
safeguarded as a transport corridor. fts
recpening will improve transport links
between Washington and Sunderand, by
‘taking in the former Penshaw-Pallion line.

Have your say

on the changing
shape of Sunderland

Coalfield

Eight weeks of public
consultation on key plans for
the city starts on 1 August 2013.

D
Sunderland
City Council

oy
o

We need your views

The full draft Settlement Break i can
be viewed ot www.sunderiznd gov.uk/development

Copies of the documents can also be viewed 2t the Civic Centre and ibraries across the
city. You can also view the documents and talk to council staff about the plans at exhit
tions across the city, see the website for details.

Both documents are available for comments until Spm on 27 September 2013

You can comment:

By post: Planning Policy Section, Sundertand City Council, PO Bax 102, Civic Centre,
Sundertand, SR2 TDN.

By emaik: planningpolicy@sunderland gov.uk

©Online: You can respond online at www.sunderland gov.uk/development-pian

You must register online to use this method.

1fyou have any queries or questions please contact the City Council Planning Policy

Team on 0191 5611574

What are Settlement Breaks?

Settlement breaks are areas of the
countryside that do not have Green Belt
protection but have been identif be

patential for large scale residential
development.

‘Around 90% of land in the remainder of
the city' is

protected from development.

Sunderland’s settiement breaks are found
in the South Sunderland and Coslfield
areas,

Why the review of Settlement
Breaks is important

‘The City Council has carried out 2 review

recommended for retention.

‘The remaining 10% of land (approximately
40 hectares) may have the potential for
development subject to careful and
semsitive mitigation.

South Sunderiand Growth Area

Sites at Chapelgarth, Cherry Knowle,
have been

of the
that they continue to assist the
regeneration of built up areas. provide

identified for residential development and
associated facilities such as 2 primary
facilities.

reen
neighbourhood identity.
We also need to see if any areas can be
released for sustainable

‘The area has the capacity to
accommodate approximately 2.800-3,300
homes; around 20% of the city's housing

The Settiement Break Review vil affect
everyone who lives, works. plays in or visits
the areas where settlement breaks are
located.

Once complete, the review will be
incorporated into the city's Local Plan. The
strategic policies of this plan form the
Care Strategy, which is also currently out
for public consultation.

Key Findings

The majority of the settiement breaks
have performed well.

The South Sunderiand settlement brezk
(south of Doxfard Park, Silksworth and
Ryhope and north of the Burdon Green
Belt) has been identified as having the

need and will provi ded
homes in a high quaiity environment. The
praposal will be dependent upon the
outcome of the Settlement Break Review.

Have your say

on the changing
shape of Sunderland

Settlement Break Review

Consultation information

D
Sunderland
City Council
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APPENDIX 3: Draft Core Strategy & Development
Management Policies Consultation (2013) — Press
Releases and Publicity
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Sunderisnd Core Strabegy dral revised Frefermed Gptions sed
Davelopment Managemend Pollces ped Settiessnt Break Revew

Thg: City Courn | is oregening & Lol Pen therl wil eplace e oumen
Alrilary fesalopement Plen. i ey part of txe Local Flan is 5 Core
EHJ%' wltich sk cuf the pranning framevecri ior it disslop=emt
i P Cily o b 20032,

The Counzd has prepaid & Coss Skidegy “Prelemed Opten” which 555
il the polies and proposals o e developrnent 18 wil delieer
Sunderiand's housing and smployesent oends 2nd adtvess a range of kiy
Izzur fnzing hi City Thee teaumact nlso comtains Deeeoprined
Mienaetent pobcies that wil be usad o defrmineng pannng
applications.

I a0 3 rezor Bas BREN proas whilh eximises green b o
veallees in e Gite Ths s calind tha Seitiamand Arask R,

Thez Council is matng commerls o the Cow Shalegy and Setemen
Bk flesievy. Coreadblion will slat on Thirsday 1 Auqust 2002 5wl
COM M misd b raceivead by no later San Spn on Fiday 27
Bapbomher HI13

Capdes ol hesa doeuments along with 21l nocompaming documens
inciuting 2 sustaimbiity snocsssl, 2ppepials ssebment and o)
e el forms will be mode asalbazle of the Cide Cosfrg, Burden Foad,
Sunderiand and &1l pusli: Iberies and Cussamar Serica Centes in
Surderiand curn Her noma apssing hous, ding (& pernd These
diuments oon 2l s be vieandon it Councd's wobdilo &2

v sLInderfan dgow. ukidesidopment: plom, Furfier detals of poliliz
EzrsL2 N eNrnis and Rend B0 MBS cimenls cin alsz he urd herg
Peper popes of the Pralemed Opsinas and Setilernend Breas Rowow
doguments can e purched from the Courg) fr & namingd crage,

Dated 010272003

Oz Smith, Chiel ExpcuTvs
Civic Contra, Bxrdss Raad,
Sunderlazd 5RZ TON

.
Sunderand
City Council

GET INVOLVED: T Vaux site B nchidod i e 20 year plars of e ey, ard inset,

Shaping our
city’s future

WEANLSIDERS can bave thelr sy on the
future of Sumderland

Crungil bovigs have launched eight secks of
worsslistian en hew the iy divedogs aer the
BEiL 20 yrag,

Beudenty. Bialics au:nl Eﬂ SOy
Ermips are berg wrged 10 heve their sey on the
sl Locd Pan and S!Imn:nu m?nm'
mﬂsw' e drafts (e 15,000

in 15 drafis Ine
Fenresid, &) beciwees of erspoprent and b el

By MONICA TURNELLL

ot Gy Moo we boge 08 aclarer this s ouilned
u11hr:':rh.hlh:uﬂn|-' e

Al local srheritios that mwerper
Pkations and bnd e mus) mup-iem
menis, which Bem mud pass thoegh sl

liend, improvemon s 80 prablic tmosgort s mew
eirirgic bunkeeis aitea um lond povil of Missen
s Vi Fnsiig don Fos

Dral ducurecats can by viewed oaline &l wia
saiimlerlasal g ok iy Iplan, At well ax
ol the civie conire snd s £ acerHs the city
Favaalshiws where peopie can el to counol vatd
bl The phans rtan met wick:

When hnalivee, they mall guide plansisg pelic
s land uke for rew bouning, esipleyrol an
esinesses m part of Bl.l.'d:ﬁ-.l': Ll Daivel.
‘opment Framowsrh

Conetcilfion el Epeding, the @iy counol's cahi-
nel sexretark sald “The Chivirmmem has cutBined
4 commitnent o beiding new bomes
We are requited by e ta bave plies i plase
wihieh merl the Inaptons diveckoprsest amds of

stapes Befare 0y beame
bisding :

Thir bis arveady besn public enpapement with
Erdnips and I:gll'lcudmm Pepresembng the gty
+nd repom, ihe drafls are | lige with the
aly's Eonnrtg

-Crfn Soed) “Ia this eightweck con.
BTl . e wanl bs work wish poaple i
g b ti::ln hiniceg) and businrsy
mendy can best be st

) Besinmists and communly ghaups
©an ]ﬂ hare 1heir views znd condrns on The peo.
potals

A revised srategy B thin precentrd to an in-
bepen anTing wp Towr final pmiid
b

Dociissiat 2 avadable ot cosmenis wntid
Spen v Scpeember Z7, :

Page | 45



*.
Sunderland
City Council

News release

For iImmediate Release
HELP SHAPE THE CITY'5 FUTURE

EIGHT weeks of consutiation on how Sunderand develops overthe next 20 years s geting
undaragy (1 Auguely

The commen:s are nviced an the drafz Local Plan and Setkement Sreak Review documents
that are baing prepand by Sundefand Sy Caungl

Resdents. busnesses and communty groups are al welcame to camment

Thess drafl docurenis can be seen ol www, sundedand . gov.ukidevelopment-plan, s welss ol
tha Crwio Gentre snd lbmnes Somoss the oify.

When finsl=ed. they will guide planning pobcy snd lsnd u=e far new housing, employment and
busnesses &5 patod Sunderand's Local Deveiopmant Framawork.

Roadshowswhemr people can talk io councll sts¥ sbaut the plsne get undemwsy nesd wesk
[saa Have Your SayPOE sttachmant).

‘Councilor Mel Epeding, the Gity Councl's Cabinet Secredary, zaid: *The Gowvemmeni haz
autined 8 nezonal commdmani ta bubdng naw homas. Wa §ra equired by ke 1o heve plans in
placs whith meal the laag term davelbpment meads ol ourely

~How 'we hape ta schisve this & aulined inthase draft ducumants.”

Al iccal suthorties that overses planning applcations snd lsnd u== must prepame these
documanls.

Key proposas inthe drfts nolude:

“ 15000 new dwalkngs

* B1 hectsres of employment and businzss land

* Hew strategc busness stes on land norh of Misssn end st Ve Farngdon Raw
* Sacuing irgove mants 1o 1he pube EnERDA nEtwark

Thie documenis must pass through severn | siatutary consukaton sisges before they became
binding,

Them has already been pubko @ngagemant wih groups and argansations representng the coy
and region, and 1he drafts as i e wih the cty's Econame Maglepin

Lir Epading added: "In this o ght week consullstan penad wa wani o work weh people to see
how (hese hgusing and business develppmen] needs can best be el

PR 4247

Media Rastons Team, Chie Canbm, tesdorund, $RY FOW. Condsch: mecafwsndensnd govuk

L)

-
Sunderland
City Council

"Residenis, businesses and communiy groups can all sham her views and concermns an the

proposais. A mevsed strategy is then presented to an ndependent plannng inspecioriorinal

SansRlealian

“Ra-uping brownfeid Bnd hag and contnuas 12 ramain g prarty Tor the ity Cowngl, Car the
past few years more than nine-gut-of-ten new homes are now being buik on browndeld land.

"Haweayer, & i a fact that there = only 8 brded amaurd of broanfield land ard 1Bis & nol
sufficen: to meet sl owr growth needs.

“Therfore, we wil need to ook a1 susisinable greenfield stesn both the short and longterm.*
Bolh documeants are svadsble farcomments undil Spmon 27 Seplember 2013,
Fou 30 SO N

By posl Panning Peley Seclipn, Sundariand City Coungll, PO Eox 102, Thig Canlrg,
Sunderand, SR2 TOM.

A fesponte fem s avaiable Fom yaur lbeal iy,

By email phnningpoiepSsundedand gov uk

Onina: You can respand ekctoncs iy 81 waw.sundedand gov.ukidevalopmant-alan
f ou must g ster anlnae to use this method.

Faceto-face: Complete a msponze forn a1 one of the exhibibons delsied above and hand o
courel staf,

If you have any guenas pessse comsct tha Sty Sounci planning pokoy taam on 0991 581
1574

01 August 2013

EHD5

Atachment:
POF of Heve Your Say posiar.

For further information contact:

Jeremy Wioking

Senior Madia OMMicer

Bunderland City Council

Tel: 0191 561 1137

Email: jeremy.wicking@sunderland. gov. uh or media@ sunderland. gov.uk

PR 4247
Madt Ratatiens Tesn, Chae Cantee, Seadenad, 393 TOM, Contadt e s LT aundanand Jovok 2
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Have your say There’s still

on the changin s
shape of Suﬁde%land time...

to have your say on the
Ceemments are invied on the drait Local Plan and SetSiement Break Rovies documents. These wil influence how land i Changing Sha pe Of sunderla nd

developed for rew hames and businesses, tansport. Bhe ervimonment and hos we profect our hevitage and green spaces.

The draft documents can be seen at www.sunderiand. gov.uk/development-plan . 33 wel a3 ot the Chac Centre and
Ebraries across the oty

Yo €80 s view The documents and el b council stafl sbout the plans 1 he dolowing exhibtians
|
Thursday B August Sanchill Centre Library. Grindon #.30am - 130pm Comments are invited on the draft Local Plan and Settlement Break Review documents.
o T A A SIS WO I, S These will influence how land is developed for new homes and businesses, transport,
Friday 9 August Fytcpe Lindary, Black Road Tpen - Apm the environment and how we protect our heritage and green spaces.
s“::u:‘? :::1 E: m :: : E:":: ::::: :::: : 3—‘::: :3:::‘ The draft documents can be seen at www.sunderland.gov.uk/development-plan,
as well as at the Civic Centre and libraries across the city.
Tuesday 13 August Heiton Centre Library, Wetfare Sosd T - dpm
Wednesday 14 August Futwea Library, Dene Lane %.30am - 13ncon
Ky o vy tgn- o Both documents are now
Bunny Hll Litrary, Hytton Lane: Zgen - Tpm

Tt e A e available for comments until Spm
W— g G 9 123050 on 11 October 2013.

Saturday 17 August Futwet Library: Dene Lane .30am -12.Mpm

Nanday 16 August Ot o Gl R You can comment:

Tuesday 20 August Washington Library. The Galleries 5.30am - 130pm By post: Planning Policy Section, Sunderland City Council, PO Box 102, Civic Centre,
Wedrnesday 71 Auggast Elactroic Village Hall M Hil Bosd Derford #.308m - 12.30een Sunderland SR2 7DN

Thursday 72 Ausgast Houghton Library, Mewbottie Street .30am - 1.30pm A response form is available from your local library.

Satunday 24 Augunt Washington Librarg. The Galleriex #.30am - 12.30pm By email: planningpolicy(dsunderland.gov.uk.

Houghton Libant Mestette St 308 = 1.20pm Online: You can respond electronically at www.sunderland.gov.uk/development-plan.

unii Spes tn 27 September 013 You must register online o use this method .

- el sk b g o g If you have any queries please contact o
Fstee e lisoin Correphele 8 Fespoine fom gl one of [ exhitions detsest s god hiind e oo sl .ﬂ the City Council planning policy team Sunderla'nd
If you have any queries please contact the Sunderland on 01915611574 City Council

City Council planning policy teamon 0191 561 1574 City Council
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Plaradng Sastaett B 01 wwi s mierd i dinsd o oo

City plan
deadline
extended

By PETRA SILFVERSKIOLD
protra st rekood S5 went proes couk
Tatlist: i petm_nep

THE people of Sunderlond have
been given & second chance to
E!:lll‘lml.'rll or |1hr|rs on how ihe
Ty oonld be developed over the
next 20 years

A corcmallation on the drafi logal
phn and = deawn wp by Sunderland
City Coumcil = has been exiended by
tas weeks, unisl Ocluber 11

The catline the lons-
term noeds of the ofy and inchade
rew Bwcing, employsent and basi-
re=d land, and 3@ consehation wag
Teanckest in Angusi.

Cnnuuwulnﬁ: ke Gl doog
s refer i IIEIEE'MII e
lighdl e well a2 BeunnbBiell sites.

Cabinet secrezary Mel Speding
taid- “Hersnp brownficld I.md hes
Becm, and fnAfinues b remain, & pri-
axity for the oy counc

“Crir he paad Sew years, mon kan
nee out of 10 eew homes have bocn
built em browmbickd land.

“Hwrrre, il in [t Lhet there i
;:E a limited amount of hrewnficld

. aml thas 35 ot sulBcicent 1o moect
all jur prowth poeds

*Therefore, we will need 1o ook at
snliinsble grevmfiehl sdtes in boil
the: short and loeg term.*

The 5 pclude 15000 new
hﬂmnm hootares o emadioge
ment and business Tl s woll as
sirale g $3%es norh ol Missan and s
Veur and Farnmpdon Boee

Imp'nm'l_imu 1o peiblic tranepoat
and prodoction of the bulli and nej-
ml FEvirnnmend ire &la outlined in
thar dkwumenis) which can be found
at warw rundorland. pov eldavel-
opmeni-plan or & the civic comire
and public libragies, % here commen

CONSULTATION EXTENDED:
Counczillar Mal Spading.

forme are mallable. Commonls man
als0 be pusied i0 Plannimg Policy Sees
ton, Sunderfand City Councd, PO
Box 102, Civic Centre, Sundu‘hm,
m'-‘l.}\{-rlrrﬂlldlnpl
ayirsundesband ok

A part of consdimlizg, the
coungl has senl oul 8,000 kisers o
Encourage peopdd Lo gl involosd

"W dire required by liw o hawe
plans i place which mect the boog-
term drvelopmesi feeds of sur city,®
Coun 5 ikl

"Herw we hoge Lo achiove this is
wuthind im these draft doceeeents,

“h have pheady collated dozens of
wommenty from 20 public and stalisl
eventd, plas badinesies, and spocial
interest groups Eave who beem com-
e th

e mcrts must pass thoasgh

Farther siatutory comsultaring sEages
Bubore (Fay au?;
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APPENDIX 4: Draft Core Strategy & Development
Management Policies and Settlement Breaks Review
Consultation (2013) — Consultee Letters

Sunderland
City Council

SirMadam

Caa 13 .y 201
Cur et CE RPO
Your raf

Diear SirfMadam

ADWVANCE NOTIFICATION OF CONSULTATION UNDER REGULATION 18 OF
THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (LOCAL DEVELOPMENT) (ENGLAND)
REGULATIONS 2012

LOCAL PLAN FOR SUNDERLAND: CORE STRATEGY REVISED PREFERRED
OPTIONS AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT POLICIES

SETTLEMENT BREAK REVIEW: DRAFT FOR CONSULTATION
You will be aware that the City Council has been preparing a Local Development

Framework (LDOF), a document that will set out a blueprint for the development of

Sunderland overthe next 20 years.

This is to notify you ofan upcoming publicconsultation onthe next stage ofthis plan.

Following changes to the plan preparation process, we have moved away from an
LDF-style plan and towards a Local Plan. The format of the plan is essentially
unchanged; there will still be a Core Strategy setting out a strategic set of City-wide
policies, and a separate Allocations Plan whichwill focus on site-specificallocations.

The current focus is on the Core Strategy which sets out the main planning
framework for housing, economicdevelopment, transport and the environmerntin the
city to 2032. This document also contains a suite of development management
policies that will be used in determining planning proposals.

The Core Strategy is currently at the Revised Preferred Options stage, which details
the single, preferred, approach to how the City could develop. This stems fram an
exercise in late 2009 where consultation took place on a range of possible
approaches (Alternative Approaches).

We have nowfinalised the draft Core Strategy documentthatwas agreed by Cabinet
earlier this year and this be the focus of an eight-week period of public consultation
running between 1 August 2013 and 27 September 2013,

Alongside the Core Strategy, the Council has also prepared a Settlement Break
Review which examines the role of those green gaps and breaks between parts of
the City and whether these have the potential to accommodate new development.
Consultation will also be taking place on this document.

How Can I find out more?

The Core Strategy and Settlement Break Review can be viewed on the Council's
website at wwew sunderland.gov.uk/development-plans.

What Happens Next?

As a registered consultes youwill receive formal notification prior to the start of the
consultation alongwith details of how you can make your views known and details of
where exhibitions will be taking place. Please do not submit any comments at this
stage.

If you have any queries regarding the above please do not hesitate to contact Gary
Clasper on (0191) 561 1537

Yours faithfully

Wince Taylor
Head of Strategy and Performance
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Sunderland

City Council

Demte: 30 Juy 2013
Our ret. 5/ RPO/STAT
Wour ref:

Dear M5 Holdstock

CONSULTATION UNDER REGULATION 18 OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING
(LOCAL DEVELOPMENT) (ENGLAND) REGULATIONS 2012

LOCAL PLAN FOR SUNDERLAND: CORE STRATEGY REVISED PREFERRED OPTIONS
AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT POLICIES

SETTLEMENT BREAK REVIEW: CONSULTATION ON DRAFT REPORT

Sunderand City Council is preparing & Local Plan which will set out the paolicies for the
development of land in the city for the next 20 years. |t will replace the cument Unitary
Development Plan (UDP) which was adopted in 1998

At the heart of the Local Plan lies the Core Stretegy. This sets out the main policy elements
ofthe planning framework for Sundersnd, and will underpin sll development in the city up to
2032, including housing, economic development, transport and the environment. The Core
Stretegy is cumently st the Revised Prefermad Options stage, which detsils the single,
prefemad, spproach to how the City might dewelop. This stems from an exercize in late 2009
where consultation took place on & range of possible spproaches (Altemstive Approaches).
The Core Stretegy slso contains 8 set of detailed Development Management policies that
will be used in assessing planning spplications.

In addition, the Council has prepared 8 document — the Settlerment Bresk Review - which
sets out possible spproaches to identfying important settlemant breaks and assessing their
suitability to sccommodste new development. Responses to this document will be used to
inform future Core Stretegy policy on settlement breaks.

Accordingly, the City Council is camying out extensive consultation on these documents to
ensure that the views of the public and other interested parties are taken into account. This
consultation will take place from 1 August 2013 to 27 September 2013 and your views are
sought {and will need to be received) by the City Council within this eight-week perod.

For your information, a CD is enclosed which contsins copies of the Core Stategy Revised
Prafermred Option and the Settlemant Break Review.

A numberof otherkey documents which accompany the Core Strategy can be found on the
Paolicy webpage www.sundersnd.gov.ukidevelopment-plan.
These documents include:-

= Alfernative Approaches (2008)

=  Sustsinability Assessment (2013}
=  Appropriate Assessment (2013)

= |nfrastructure Delvery Plan (2013)

Other strategies and reports that have been taken into account in preparng the Core
Stretegy, such =s the Stretegic Housing Land Awailability Assessment, Retsil Meeds
Aszessment, ete, are also available to view online.

All of the main documents associated with this consultation can be viewed at the Civic
Centre, Burdon Fosd, Sundersnd, Mandsy to Thursday from 8.30am till 5.15pm and on a
Fridey from 8.30am till 4. 45pm, or st any City Librery or Customer Service Centre during
opening hours.

Your comments must be received by the Planning Policy Section, Sunderdand City Council,
PO Box 102, Civic Centre, Sunderdsnd. SR2 TOM by no later than 5.00pm on Friday 27
September 2013. A copyofthe response form is enclosed, orslematively you can respond
electronically using the Limehouse system st www.sundersnd.gov.ukidevelopment-plan
[you must be registered to use this method). “You can slso contact us vis email st
planning. policyf@sunderdand.gov.uk. Detsils of where staffed exhibitions will be taking place
cen be found on the Core Strategy website.

The City Council will teke on board comments received regarding these two documents and
will consider these in the production of the next wersion of the Core Stategy — the
Publicsetion draeft - which is programmed for consultation during Summer 2014. You will have
the opportunity to comment on that document.

Representations may also be sccompanied by a request to be notified of progress on the
Core Strategy e.g9. when it is to be submitted to the Secretary of State for independent
exsmination and of the subsequent adoption of the Core Strategy.

If you hawve eny queres regarding the sbove plesse do not hesitate to contsct Gary Clasper
on (0191} 561 1537

Yours faithfully

Vince Taylor
Hesad of Strategy and Performance
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APPENDIX 5: Draft Core Strategy & Development
Management Policies Consultation (2013) —
Responses Schedule

Policy

Comment

Contributor

Policy

Comment

Contributor

Cs1

Should mention the emphasis upon the development
of older persons housing provision to be delivered
through the extra care housing programme ( it would
be positive to outline development and investment
providing over 200 new homes in this area — plus
release of family homes across tenures )

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

The comments analyse the methodology by which the
council's housing requirement has been calculated.
Questions the adequacy of the proposed housing
target in meeting both the housing need and the
economic aspirations of the authority. Approach to
phasing fails three of the 4 tests of soundness, it lacks
sufficient justification, and lacks deliverability and
flexibility to adapt to changing needs and
circumstances.

Gladman
Developments

CS 1.2 - concerns over the evidence base for the
number of homes to be delivered. The Co-operative
Group are aware that a number of sites have been
discounted from the SHLAA on the basis of the sites
being located in the Settlement Break. Sunderland
City Council are currently consulting on the Draft
Settlement Break Review and The Co-operative Group
have concerns that each emerging planning policy
document and the associated evidence base are
being undertaken and considered in isolation. As
part of representations previously submitted on the
Settlement Break Review methodology, The Co-
operative Group welcomed that the Settlement Break
Review consultation was to be linked to the SHLAA.
However, the Settlement Break Review has been
published without full consultation taking place on the
SHLAA. As development sites considered in the SHLAA
are discounted on the basis of being located in the
Settlement Break, Sunderland City Council also need
to consider the development potential and availability
of sites located within the Settlement Break to
confirm if removing them from the Settlement
Break will provide the required quantity of
development over the plan period as identified in

Fairhurst for the Co-
operative Group

Policy CS1.2.

Discusses housing numbers calculation and fact that
projection is less than RSS - is there room for a review
should the conditions allow for a substantive supply
increase? Agree with split of supply across 5 areas.
Agree with PDL (previously developed land) first, but
needs to be flexibility in bringing land forward and
collaboration between key players.

Gentoo

CS1.2 - Questions whether housing target is sound.
Need to take account of shortfall against RSS. Also
2013 SHMA target is up on previous SHMA so housing
target within CS should be higher. C51.3 - sequential
approach contrary to NPPF which does not promote a
brownfield first approach. Need to release greenfield
sites too.

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

CS1.2 - Questions whether housing target is sound.
Need to take account of shortfall against RSS.
Comments then proceed to discuss how council should
identify its own objectively assessed housing need
based on evidence such as household projections,
neighbouring authorities and the SHMA. CS1.3 and
DM1.2 - The policies as written are considered
unsound as they inappropriately prioritise the
development of previously developed land
(brownfield) over greenfield sites. It is recommended
that the sequential approach be removed and replaced
by a policy which encourages the use of brownfield
land in conformity with the NPPF.

House Builders
Federation

CS1.1 - proposal to focus housing in south Sunderland
and economic development in Washington is unsound
and contrary to NPPF - need to provide homes close to
employment sites. CS1.2 - Housing target well below
RSS - most up to date evidence base. Also fails to take
into account under delivery for 2004-2013. Should
revise housing target upwards in line with rSS and
include the shortfall.

England and Lyle for Mr
C Milner

CS1.1 - request an amendment - 'The Central Areas,
including the city centre, will be the principle location
for offices, retail, student accommodation and main
town centre uses'. C5$1.2 - needs clarity as to whether
students are included in housing figures.

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

Support for identification of South Sunderland growth
area to provide large part of housing requirement.
Recognition of Groves site's contribution to delivery of

David Lock Assocs for
O&H Properties Ltd
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Policy

Comment

Contributor

Policy

Comment

Contributor

housing target.

CS1.2 - requests confirmation that the housing
requirement is a target to be exceeded and not a
ceiling.

Nathaniel Lichfield and
Ptnrs for Northumbrian
Water Ltd

CS1.1 - support for South Sunderland as a location for
the majority of new housing within the city. C51.2 -
seeks confirmation that the housing requirement is a
target to be exceeded not a ceiling. Housing target
should be amended in line with most recent SHMA
2013 to over 20,000. €CS1.3 - sequential approach not
in line with NPPF. Also provides no flexibility to enable
housing growth to be fully met in accordance with para
14 of the NPPF.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium'

CS1.2 - Concerns over the evidence base for the
number of new homes to be delivered. Durham Estates
are aware that a number of sites have been discounted
from the SHLAA on the basis of the sites being located
in the Settlement Break. Sunderland City Council are
currently consulting on the Draft Settlement Break
Review and Durham Estates have concerns that each
emerging planning policy document and the associated
evidence base are being undertaken and considered in
isolation. Sunderland City Council’s draft methodology
stated that the Settlement Break Review consultation
was to be linked to the SHLAA. However, the
Settlement Break Review has been published without
full consultation taking place on the SHLAA. As
development sites considered in the SHLAA are
discounted on the basis of being located in the
Settlement Break, Sunderland City Council also need to
consider the development potential and availability of
sites located within the Settlement Break to confirm if
removing them from the Settlement Break will provide
the required quantity of development over the plan
period as identified in Policy CS1.2.

Fairhust for Durham
Estates

CS1.1 (5) - support. The proposed regeneration of the
Philadelphia complex will assist in this regard through
the provision of up to 630 new homes. €S1.2 -
identifies a housing requirement for the Coalfield area.
Details on the calculation of the requirement is not
included but is a target not a ceiling.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for Esh
Developments

CS1.1 - support for directing significant amount of total
housing proposed for the city to South Sunderland.
CS1.2 - questions the housing numbers and the

Barton Wilmore for the
Church Commissioners

deviation from the RSS which is the most up to date
objectively assessed level of housing need. Housing
need projection is too low and does not take into
account the under delivery. Discusses how the
numbers have been calculated. Para 1.9 acknowledges
that whilst the focus of new housing development will
be on brownfield sites, there will be a need for the
release of some Greenfield sites - in order to
accommodate a higher housing target than is currently
proposed, should also be considering green belt sites.

CS1.1 - Spatial Principle 3 should be expanded to
include a statement that Washington town centre will
be a reinvigorated town centre meeting the needs of
the settlement. CS1.2c¢ - includes a table which sets out
a pattern for new floorspace development, but makes
no reference to Washington. Whilst it may be the case
that the local planning authority judge that the
evidence base is not adequate to include a specific
floorspace, there should be a short statement under
this heading to the following effect: "Opportunities at
Washington town centre will be pursued to further
meet overall requirements for new and improved retail
floorspace across the city."

Colliers International
for M&G Real Estate

CS1.1 - housing target will not be achieved by only
proposing a limited amount in Washington. Need to
revisit and increase target for Washington. 2013 SHMA
projects a higher need than the CS proposes. CS1.3 -
sequential approach does not accord with NPPF
guidance. Brownfield site should be encouraged, not
preferred. Also policy has no flexibility to react to
change. Requests policy is deleted.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd

CS1.1 - welcomes focus on potential of Coalfield for
new housebuilding and that the housing requirement is
a target not a ceiling. 2013 SHMA projects a higher
need than the CS proposes. €S1.3 - sequential
approach does not accord with NPPF guidance.
Brownfield site should be encouraged, not preferred.
Also policy has no flexibility to react to change.
Requests policy is deleted.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd (#2)

CS1.1 - welcomes focus on potential of Coalfield for
new housebuilding and that greenfield sites will also be
required. €S1.3 - sequential approach does not accord
with NPPF guidance. Brownfield sites should be
encouraged, not preferred. Also policy has no flexibility

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Lord Lambton's VS
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Policy

Comment

Contributor

Policy

Comment

Contributor

to react to change. Requests policy is deleted.

CS1.2 - objects to housing figure as it is less than RSS
figures and will not 'significantly boost housing land
supply' as required by the NPPF. cf with the St Albans
case - figures not in line with RSS net delivery rates.
Recommends a review of the housing figures.

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Ltd

CS1.1 - object - in particular to bullet point 3 which
suggests that Washington will be a key provider of land
for economic development but only a minor amount of
new housing is proposed. Client has a site in
Springwell Village that falls within sub area of
Washington, which is considered to be suitable for
housing. Green Belt constraints are preventing
expansion of Springwell to the detriment of the village.
Strong housing market in Washington and Springwell -
land needs to be available where the demand is, so
Washington should be given higher proportion of the
housing target. Green belt boundaries will need
relaxing. CS1.2 - objects to target figure and
distribution across sub areas. CS1.3 - object -
sequential approach is contrary to NPPF. Need to
release land where the demand is rather than less
desirable locations.

Ward Hadaway for S
Gair

Concern about the number of households to be
provided. At 15,000 houses over the plan period, this
seems to reflect the same sort of ratio as those
proposed by Durham County Council and the joint
Newcastle/Gateshead plan. It appears to us that there
is an element of double counting taking place and
indeed this document suggests preventing emigration
to Durham while Durham figures appear to be based
on an equivalent immigration. As Sunderland is
proposing a phased release of land, this may be
acceptable but any suggestion of a strict adherence to
this number regardless must cause considerable
concern.

CPRE Durham

CS1.1 -supportive of preferred spatial pattern of
development. However, the policy states that
Washington will be a key provider of land for economic
purposes and yet this is not identified in policy CS1.2..
Therefore further clarification regarding the economic
development aspirations would be welcomed,
specifically given the location of Washington with
respect to the SRN. CS1.2 - support for concentration

Highways Agency

of employment development within the central area.
However, see comments re Washington above.
Footnotes to the employment table indicate the
distribution between Vaux and North of Nissan but
there are no figures in the table for North of Nissan.
Further clarification required. Support for focusing
distribution of development within sustainably
accessed central locations - important that supporting
infrastructure is properly planned. Welcomes IDP.
CS1.3 - support for sequential approach to
development as mechanism for ensuring sustainable
patterns of development are achieved.

In accordance with the duty to co-operate and cross-
boundary joint working in terms of potential
requirements to additionally provide for some of the
development needs of neighbouring authorities where
reasonable and appropriate, we would be grateful if
you could confirm to what extent Sunderland City
Council is proposing for any growth over-and-above
what your objectively-assessed needs suggest and has
identified sufficient land to provide for its own
proposed strategic housing growth requirements in
particular, and thus whether you consider that the
district may have any additional capacity (primarily in
non-Green Belt areas) that could potentially provide
for any of South Tyneside's identified development
needs should that come to be necessary? While we
recognise that South Tyneside is considered to be a
largely self-contained housing market area, there will
inevitably be some degree of cross-boundary
movements within the wider economic market (travel-
to-work) area that might suggest reasonable scope for
some of South Tyneside's development needs being
provided for within the Sunderland area.

South Tyneside MBC

CS1.1 - focusing new housing in South Sunderland is
considered to be unsound. Such an approach is likely to
result in an under provision of housing land and
therefore a failure to meet the objectively assessed
needs of the housing market area. CS1.2 - housing
target not in line with RSS - most up to date evidence
base, and fails to take into account under delivery.
Need to take Sedgefield approach. Housing
requirements should be based on demand not
population estimates and estimate of economic

England and Lyle for
Stirling Investment
Properties
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Policy

Comment

Contributor

Policy

Comment

Contributor

growth. Should raise the target to 23,148 and meet the
shortfall within first 5 years of plan period. Should not
require green belt deletions - sufficient deliverable
sites exist such as the clients site at Phoenix Tower, N
Hylton Rd. €S1.3 - client agrees with sequential
approach.

CS1.1 - general support but with regards to the
Coalfields area, there should be a reference to the fact
that both regeneration and new homes are required
for the area to fully contribute to the growth of the
City. CS1.2 - housing numbers - as HBFs comments -
should reflect RSS targets and SHMA. Principle that
numbers is a target not a ceiling is welcomed. CS1.3 -
unsound and contrary to NPPF - shouldn't be
'brownfield first'. Also the policy doesn't explain why
this approach should be taken - will have an impact on
land values - PDL site owners could hold out for higher
values as their land is at the top end of the sequential
test, leading to delays. Policy should be worded to
'encourage' the 'effective' use of PDL. Paragraphs 1.9
and 1.18 recognise that greenfield development is
critical to the success of the Core Strategy, however
this is not appropriately reflected in the wording of the
policy.

Persimmon

CS1.1 - Spatial Patterns of Development here refers
only to housing and building whereas p7 para 7
explains that Spatial Development is more than just
development. Should be a caveat applied to each
principal in €CS1.1 that requires a holistic approach to
development in terms of social, environmental,
economic, health, education, social inclusion, waste,
biodiversity and recycling. €S1.2 and €S1.3 - issue of
housing target. Also phasing should respond to
demand not targets. Sunderland needs a unique selling
point to attract people here and build to demand
rather than targets - green space should be an
attraction, not a building opportunity. The sequential
approach to development within the policy should
reflect the need to allocate land for development in
accordance with real market led demand. Para 1.5
SHMA - is it 2012 or 2013? Para 1.7 prob of housing
target - projection v forecast and evidence base. Need
evidence from housing market to build in demand
factor.

Stephen Hopkirk

CS1.2 These representations are to be read in
conjunction with those made in respect of Policies
DMS5.1 and CS5.1 There are several linked strands to
this submission:- (1) Under the heading 'Delivery of
Spatial Objectives' the document states "To expand
and develop the City Centre and its fringe into a vibrant
and economically buoyant entity .... by improving and
expanding the office and retail offer" The current
policy indicates a potential demand of up to 78,000 sq
m gross comparison goods floorspace and 7,500sq m
gross convenience goods floorspace over the plan
period. There is no indication as to whether this is a
projection based on present trends or includes an
increased element of new floorspace required to 'claw
back' expenditure generated by residents which 'leaks'
to other centres such as MetroCentre and Newcastle. If
genuine attempts are to be made to regenerate the
City Centre and enhance its status there should be an
aspirational element to floorspace requirements,
possibly leading to a higher required comparison
floorspace than included in the plan and clarification is
sought as to whether this in fact underlies the
floorspace calculations included within the Plan. This
would be the 'preferred' course if the role of the City
Centre is to be expanded into a 'vibrant and
economically buoyant entity' as set out in the section
headed "Delivery of Spatial Objectives". Even if the
calculation is on a 'current trends' basis, the full
potential of the scale of development needed to
regenerate the centre has not been realised. Of the
anticipated additional comparison goods floorspace,
only 17,500 sq m gross is proposed in the City Centre,
surely a modest amount in the context of the total
anticipated demand and the Council's stated objective
to secure the regeneration of the City Centre. Although
the supply of sites in and on the edge of the City Centre
is limited by other policies of this Plan, a more
determined effort to regenerate would result were
policy related to particularly the Vaux site relaxed to
allow for major retail development, if it could be
attracted. Although this would probably take the form
of a retail park, there could still be benefits from an
increased 'critical mass' in the City Centre and scope
for linked shopping trips (there is evidence of such a
beneficial effect) and other towns and cities seem to

John Tumman
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have successfully adopted this approach. That there
may be only limited scope for office development on
the Vaux site re-enforces this view. (2) There is no
indication of the desired 'split' of the comparison
floorspace between Sunderland, Washington and the
Coalfield. In the interests of good planning and
minimising the need to travel, a sub-table outlining the
desired split in the interests of enhancing accessibility
to facilities would be desirable (3) Most of the
anticipated new floorspace is comparison goods.
Whilst Policy DM5.1 sets out a sequential test for new
retail development, comparison goods development of
the scale anticipated may not be suitable in or edge of
the centres defined in Policy CS5.1.There is a need for
clarification as to whether all comparison goods
floorspace development should be at such centres, and
if so, which ones. There may be a resulting need for the
Council to commit to land assembly to bring such
developments into being; failure to do so will only
result in development pressures building up on sites
which the Council may prefer to see being developed
for other uses but upon which they will be increasingly
unable to resist retail development (4) Given all of the
above, and notwithstanding Policies CS1.2 and CS5.1
(see my representations on these) the apparent lack of
a clear practical policy direction within the Local Plan
may result in development pressure for one or more
additional retail parks in the City. These may well be in
locations which are not the preference of the City
Council (eg good potential employment land) but
which could nevertheless prove difficult to resist in the
longer time given the lack of obvious alternative sites
which are available for development. The Council
needs to give attention to this distinct possibility and
make provision, either by identifying suitable sites or
general locations (see point (2) or introducing a criteria
based policy to rigorously control such developments.
At present the Plan seems weak in this respect. The
changes sought are therefore:- (1) Greater
commitment to the regeneration of the City
Centre/loosening of policy constraints regarding retail
development on sites such as Vaux to seek to maximise
the critical mass of the City Centre, hence its'
attractiveness as a shopping destination, to retain a
greater proportion of residents' spending power in

accordance with the objectives of the Plan; (2)
Clarification as to precisely which centres will be
appropriate for the scale of comparison goods
development anticipated, bearing in mind the
desirability of ensuring ease of access from different
parts of the City; (3) Assuming it will not be possible or,
given the scale of some of the smaller centres,
desirable to accommodate all new comparison goods
development particularly on a large scale (as is likely) in
or on the edge of existing centres, a policy either
identifying suitable locations for new retail park(s) or a
strong policy setting out rigorous criteria against which
any such developments can be evaluated in terms of
distribution within the city, location, accessibility, loss
of prime employment land etc Policy CS1.2(a) indicates
that a further 81ha of land will be identified for new
economic activity. The associated table only indicates
the distribution of 24.2 has of this, on the key sites at
Vaux and north of Nissan. It would be useful to have in
association with the Policy an indication of the
intended distribution of the remaining 56.8ha across
the City in order to establish whether new employment
opportunities will be well distributed in relation to
population, in order to reduce the need to travel and
create a sustainable form of development.

CS1.1 - Durham County Council supports the general
aims and ambitions of the Draft Sunderland Core
Strategy, whilst recognising that another version of
their Draft Plan will be necessary to cover further
changes they are now progressing. The Council
requests that Sunderland make a commitment to
regular one-to-one meetings to identify and discuss
relevant cross-boundary issues, like housing,
employment, transport and minerals, which must be
jointly considered to meet the requirements of the
National Planning Policy Framework.

Durham County Council

CS1.2 Sunderland South, too high a concentration of
housing to be built around Chapel Garth, Burdon Lane,
Ryhope and Silksworth. The development of land for
housing in the Sunderland South settlement break
does not meet the Sunderland Core Strategy with
regards to the Spatial Strategy and mainly the green
infrastructure corridors (7.25 Important to protect
valued green space from adverse development). From

Alistair Stewart Wilson
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the council's Core Strategy Review Document (7.2)
housing (such as those outlined for Silksworth by
Partner Construction Ltd.) in this green corridor would
not develop the green infrastructure corridor and
would only merge Doxford/Hall Farm with Ryhope and
Silksworth/Tunstall, thereby losing local identity for all
concerned. The loss of the green infrastructure
corridor would mean the council not meeting the
environment part of it's spatial strategy. This change in
the settlement break would have an impact on local
environment quality, for wildlife, local people and also
further squeeze the limited green belt towards the A19
by building right up to it. The supposed increase in tree
planting suggested for Blakeney Wood and the thin
tree line in the key constraints rings hollow as housing
is already planned on the adjacent land from
Chapelgarth to Doxford International. Developers
would want to utilise as much land as possible for
profit rather than plant trees and the idea that mainly
executive homes are to be outlined for the area in the
proposed settlement break again would probably
change to affordable housing due to lack of interest
because of market constraints so making the area
condensed and therefore eventually densely
populated. Changes must be made to ensure the green
corridor is maintained (sub divisions 3,4,7,9,10,14) to
the standard set out in the Core Strategy Review and
Development Policy. Extensive tree planting must be
done to Blakeney Wood to join it to the Thin tree line.
Any developers must be strictly policed with their
commitment to any development they construct
regarding the local environment and any issues.
Housing if they must be built should be executive
homes only (planning changes to lots of affordable
homes should not be allowed) and properties should fit
in with the local area not be condensed together. Any
new properties should use the existing trees and
hedgerows as part of the development borders or
gardens and be protected.

CS1.2 - We note the Council’s intention to use a New
Household Forecast Model to calculate the city’s
housing requirement in the next draft of the emerging
Core Strategy, using the latest available population and
household projections from ONS and DCLG. Gateshead
Council would be keen to be consulted on the

Development and
Enterprise, Gateshead
Council

outcomes from this work in due course, and would also
be willing to discuss the technical approach and
assumptions used in developing housing forecasts.
Close cross-boundary cooperation on this strategic
issue at an early stage will enable the preparation of a
growth scenario that is compatible with the aspirations
of authorities within the housing market area, and
contribute to meeting the requirements of the Duty to
Cooperate.

CS1.2 - Employment Land: CPRE is not convinced that
creation of a new Strategic Employment Site ‘north of
Nissan’ merits deletion of Green Belt which is already
relatively narrow. Housing allocations: CPRE welcomes
the proposal to build more of the allocation towards
the end of the Plan period, recognising that if
migration patterns or economic growth do not
materialise, then the housing allocations can be
reviewed and reduced accordingly. However we are
concerned about the total net number of households
to be built. At 15,000 houses over the plan period, this
seems to reflect the same sort of ratio as those
proposed by Durham County Council and the joint
Newcastle/Gateshead plan. We believe the allocated
numbers do not fully take into account housing
allocations being proposed by neighbouring authorities
— notably Newcastle-Gateshead and Co Durham. The
Durham Plan seems to be proposing building houses to
meet possible demand if existing patterns of
outmigration from Tyneside and Wearside continue, in
direct contradiction to the approach being taken by
Sunderland. In particular, Durham are proposing
significant development (with Green Belt deletion) at
Chester-le-Street which clashes with these proposals
for a concentration of development in South
Sunderland. Similarly Newcastle-Gateshead seem bent
on an aggressive programme of additional
housebuilding in an attempt to reverse outward
migration. We would like to see an overall analysis of
housing allocation proposals in and around the Tyne &
Wear Strategic Green Belt area, as we are convinced
that without a sub regional overview of housing
provision, double counting of demand is taking place,
Retailing: it is not clear that new retail development on
these sites will not have a deleterious effect on existing
retail centres or that there will be a net increase in

CPRE North East
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employment and amenity. CS1.3 - CPRE welcomes this not adversely affect the integrity of coastal Natura
sequential approach but some clarity is needed over 2000 sites within Sunderland and outside of its
the term “release of land”. Is this policy going to be boundaries. These amendments must be directly
used to allocate housing development land in five year informed through the Habitats Regulations Assessment
tranches, or is it going to be used to determine (HRA). Given the scale and location of the development
individual development applications requiring an proposed, Natural England do not concur with the HRA
assessment of other potential sites? Either way — the conclusions — that likely significant effects can be ruled
linkage between “suitable, viable and deliverable sites’ out. Concerns are expressed about the South
and an outcome of ‘sustainable development’ needs to Sunderland Growth Area within close proximity to the
be better established. Durham Coast SAC, Northumberland Coast SPA and
p36 - blue box - Sustainability Appraisal, second bullet, Stephen Hopkirk Ramsar site. NE considers reliance on criteria based
- “the policy sets out a strategic spatial framework policy to be insufficient to conclude no likely effects.
which in broad terms responds appropriately to the Comments go on to advise how the policy should deal
evidence base” - vague; what does 'broad terms' mean, with identifying adverse effects and effective
and how robust is the evidence base? mitigation measures - needs the policy to be flexible.
p37 - Does not take into account ‘real’ housing demand | Barbara King Comments then assess major development sites
but focuses on targets which in my opinion is not against known sensitive sites.
sustainable development Attraction of business to city centre should be a Gentoo
cs2 Objects to the development of the Doxford Lewis Cowey priority, but needs a mixture of types and tenures - city

Park/Burdon Lane area as the LMD, mainly on grounds
of traffic - existing roads will be unable to
accommodate additional traffic, but also anti-social
behaviour and urban sprawl

Agrees with principle of new employment
development on North of Nissan Strategic site, but is
concerned about parking and traffic. Would like
sufficient parking to be provided for workers to
prevent parking along residential streets in Ferryboat
Lane area - otherwise existing problem will be
exacerbated.

Mrs E Dorans

Objects to the development of the
Chapelgarth/Burdon Lane area as the LMD, mainly on
grounds of loss of green space and traffic, plus
insufficient shopping and social facilities - need green
space in area to walk dogs and exercise.

Mrs Patricia Lawson

Need to maintain a five year land supply and include
flexibility in the plan should these sites not come
forward as expected. Gladman recommend that the
Council distribute housing to a broader selection of
sites that will continue to support the Plan’s strategy,
provide sustainable locations for development and
avoid the delays that can occur on sustainable urban
extensions (SUE) or on brownfield sites.

Gladman
Developments

CS2 and DM2.1 require amendments to ensure they do

Natural England

centre and riverside have too many apartment style
developments.

€S2 and DM2.2 - The Core Strategy is heavily reliant
upon the Key Regeneration Sites and on the Locations
for Major Development (LMD) to ensure the plan is
deliverable the Council needs to identify how it intends
to ensure these sites are delivered and identify
safeguarded land to provide flexibility within the plan.
The LMD should be defined and allocated as part of the
core strategy.

House Builders
Federation

The identification of Bonnersfield as a location for
major development for housing and education is
supported.

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

support for identification of Groves site as a LMD

David Lock Assocs for
O&H Properties Ltd

CS2 - support for the identification of the South
Sunderland Growth area as an LMD. Support for the
production of a Development Framework, but wish to
avoid its preparation leading to a delay in the delivery
of the development.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium’

support for allocation of Philadelphia as an LMD.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for Esh
Developments

support for inclusion of Church Commissioners land at
south Ryhope in LMD and for capacity of South

Barton Wilmore for the
Church Commissioners
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Sunderland growth area to accommodate 2800 - 2300
dwellings. Request that the allocation of the site at
South Ryhope for employment be removed. Also
request removal of green belt allocation. South
Sunderland LMD should be identified as a Strategic
Site. Also support land at Philadelphia for
development.

Unclear what constitutes a 'strategic site'. CS should be
prepared as a wider reaching local plan and should
identify all development sites to be delivered over the
plan period, including the client's site at land at Mill
Hill. Comments then make the case that the site is
deliverable.

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Ltd

Two LMD sites, Groves and Cherry Knowle, contain
former playing fields. The emerging Playing Pitch
Strategy will need to show that these sites are surplus
to sporting needs otherwise Sport England will expect
to see the playing field being brought back into use as
part of the sites’ regeneration, or replacement playing
field provided. At present therefore it is necessary for
Sport England to object to these allocations.

Sport England

Welcomes reference to cycle routes which should be
encouraged. Our main concern relates to the Port.
While the principle of developing this site appears
sound, its potential to affect the Natura 2000 sites
around it is a significant factor. Issues such as the Birds
and Habitats Directives may well come into play here

CPRE Durham

As agents for the land owners of land to north of
Nissan, support for policy CS2 which seeks to identify
land to the north of Nissan as a strategic major
development. Also support for City Deal’s proposal to
develop an Advanced Manufacturing Park of
international significance in the region.

Hedleys for Kans and
Kandy Ltd

Not clear how the LMDs relate to the overall
contribution of employment and housing provision - is
it part of overall quantum or in addition to it. Para 2.6
identifies that the quantum of development at the
LMDs will be provided in the Allocations DPD - can't
comment until then.

Highways Agency

Some of strategic sites and LMDs have remained
undeveloped for a number of years. As they are key to
the CS, it is recommended that deliverability studies
are undertaken to a) highlight the barriers to
development of the site, and b) to demonstrate how

Persimmon

these can be overcome in order for the site to deliver
necessary development. In addition to the above,
trajectory work needs to inform when these sites will
start to be developed and the quantities and type of
development they will contribute over the plan period.
In parallel with this there needs to be a realisation that
not all of the sites will deliver their quota of
development, and therefore contingency plans and
policies need to be considered.

CS2.2) x - needs to be amended to include “... will be
brought forward to meet demonstrable market led
demand...” because it is a large green field site which if
developed without real demand will not meet
sustainability criteria. In addition much of this area sits
outside of the Urban Area which means it should not
be developed unless there is a demonstrable need to
do so and there are no alternatives.

Stephen Hopkirk

Two representations are submitted with regard to the
proposed 'Strategic Sites': i Former Vaux
brewery/Farringdon Row. It is suggested the range of
uses be broadened to include retailing. This is
suggested for three reasons, namely (a) The scale of
office development proposed here may not be
deliverable within a reasonable timescale, given the
economic climate, a general low level of demand for
office space, and competition for such demand as does
exist from similar mid-sized non-regional centres
throughout the north; (b) As suggested in my
representations elsewhere, if the decline in relative
status of the City Centre is to be stemmed, and a
determined effort made to retain retail expenditure
generated by residents which currently 'leaks'
elsewhere, new retail development should, wherever
possible, be directed to the City Centre. Policy CS1.2(c)
indicates a potential need for 85,500 sq m additional
floorspace, but specific provision is made within the
City Centre for only 17,500 sq m. Two representations
are submitted with regard to the proposed 'Strategic
Sites': i Former Vaux brewery/Farringdon Row. It is
suggested the range of uses be broadened to include
retailing. This is suggested for three reasons, namely
(a) The scale of office development proposed here may
not be deliverable within a reasonable timescale, given
the economic climate, a general low level of demand

John Tumman
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for office space, and competition for such demand as
does exist from similar mid-sized non-regional centres
throughout the north; (b) As suggested in my
representations elsewhere, if the decline in relative
status of the City Centre is to be stemmed, and a
determined effort made to retain retail expenditure
generated by residents which currently 'leaks’
elsewhere, new retail development should, wherever
possible, be directed to the City Centre. Policy CS1.2(c)
indicates a potential need for 85,500 sq m additional
floorspace, but specific provision is made within the
City Centre for only 17,500 sq m.

As a policy tool, the Local Plan could be more
prescriptive in identifying suitable locations within the
City for the other 61,300 sq m, including the City
Centre as a major priority. To achieve this, it is
suggested the mix of potential uses on the Vaux site be
extended to include major retail development (rather
than ancillary) (c) The Vaux site, as edge-of-centre
would be more appropriate as a location for retail
development than an out-of-centre site, except
perhaps to meet local deficiencies in provision. ii Land
to the north of Nissan: The case for a strategic site in
this specific location, representing a major incursion
into the Green Belt and the complete loss of a green
belt break within the City boundary in this locality does
not seem adequately made, particularly given the
potential environmental significance of the site. It is
therefore suggested the justification for this Policy in
this location in this form be clarified. If there is no site
or land elsewhere which can deliver similar economic
benefits, the area proposed to be allocated be
redefined to comprise the fields further west of the
currently intended site, north of the A1290, to
maximise the width of the Green Belt in this location
between Sunderland and South Tyneside (see
representation on Green Belt policy CS7.5(c))..

The development of land for housing in the Sunderland
south settlement break does not meet the Sunderland
Core Strategy with regards to the Spatial Strategy and
mainly the green infrastructure corridors (7.25
Important to protect valued green space from adverse
development). From the council's Core Strategy Review
Document (7.2) housing (such as those outlined for
Silksworth by Partner Construction Ltd.)in this green

Alistair Stewart Wilson

corridor would not develop the green infrastructure
corridor and would only merge Doxford/Hall Farm with
Ryhope and Silksworth/Tunstall, thereby losing local
identity for all concerned. The loss of the green
infrastructure corridor would mean the council not
meeting the environment part of it's spatial strategy.
This change in the settlement break would have an
impact on local environment quality, for wildlife, local
people and also further squeeze the limited green belt
towards the A19 by building right up to it. The
supposed increase in tree planting suggested for
Blakeney Wood and the thin tree line in the key
constraints rings hollow as housing is already planned
on the adjacent land from Chapelgarth to Doxford
International. Developers would want to utilise as
much land as possible for profit rather than plant trees
and the idea that mainly executive homes are to be
outlined for the area in the proposed settlement break
again would probably change to affordable housing
due to lack of interest because of market constraints so
making the area condensed and therefore eventually
densely populated. Changes must be made to ensure
the green corridor is maintained (sub divisions
3,4,7,9,10,14) to the standard set out in the Core
Strategy Review and Development Policy. Extensive
tree planting must be done to Blakeney Wood to join it
to the Thin tree line. Any developers must be strictly
policed with their commitment to any development
they construct regarding the local environment and
any issues. Housing if they must be built should be
executive homes only (planning changes to lots of
affordable homes should not be allowed) and
properties should fit in with the local area not be
condensed together. Any new properties should use
the existing trees and hedgerows as part of the
development borders or gardens and be protected. It
scares me to think that a new community is envisaged
to grow between Ryhope and Doxford Park - what
impact on the existing communities, schools and
employment will this have if people move to this new
community supposed ear marked for executive homes.
Development to be down scaled.

CPRE welcomes the reference to cycle routes in the
text and believe this needs to be emphasised.
Sustainable transport, particularly active transport, is

CPRE North East
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becoming increasingly important and we suggest that development plot. It will be difficult to justify

the policy itself should at least refer to the principle of additional allocations if opportunities such as these

encouraging cycle routes to be provided. However, our sites are surrendered to other uses (noting that

main concern relates to the Port, while the principle of Pennywell is already home to two significant auto

developing this site appears sound, the risk that suppliers).

development will affect the Natura 2000 sites around it Comments that a final version of the Employment Land | Nathaniel Lichfield and

is real concern. review has not been published, although the executive Ptnrs for North East
CSs3 Wants clarification that the site and the remainder of BNP Paribas Real Estate summary has. Discusses the figures and concludes that Property Partnerships

Radial 64 Business Park falls within the primary
employment area. Would like a plan to show the
extent of the PEA.

for BAE Systems

p50 - development of Nissan site would not necessarily
lead to reduction in biodiversity potential. Needs to be
developed with a master plan. P56, para 3.8 - danger
of extrapolating greatest potential for growth being in
Washington based on the current nature of the
market. Given the shelf life of CS, this could change at
any time - must not put all eggs in one basket and must
safeguard employment allocations elsewhere in the
city. P61, Para 3.19 - It might also be worth noting that
the level of financial and other support that the UK
Government has recently directed towards the auto
sector - including low carbon vehicle R&D - indicates
that this is increasingly viewed as a nationally
significant sector, which seems to provide additional
justification for the proposed greenbelt deletion. p61
para 3.21 - clarification needed of the extension of
'social and economic clauses' to cover planning
obligations in relation to end users - must not
overburden businesses with obligations otherwise we'll
lose potential investments to other locations. P61, Para
3.25 - the reference to companies supplying Nissan
could be broadened to encompass other motor
manufacturers in the UK and indeed across Europe.
Page 61, Para 3.26 - projects are lost to locations
overseas, as well as to other parts of the UK. Page 62,
Para 3.27 - In terms of discounting the potential for
development within the built-up area, there are a
number of current examples that are relevant in this
regard. A six acre site on Pennywell industrial Estate is
at present in jeopardy, with a proposal to develop a
drive-thru restaurant, while Pallion Industrial Estate
will likely be substantially remodelled once Rolls Royce
quits the site, potentially creating a significant

Kevin Donkin, Business
Investment Team

it is likely that the future need for employment land
will be significantly lower than predicted in the ELR.
Most appropriate sites for deallocation could include
the client's - Pallion and Pennywell. Given the above,
CS3 and DM3.2 and 3.3 which seek to retain existing
employment sites for B class uses are overly restrictive.
Policy is considered to be unsound.

CS3.1 - Support for plan approach to facilitating
sustainable economic growth within the city,
particularly criterion (c) re supporting developments
which assist in the creation of the 'University City'
proposals for facilities which support high tech and
knowledge based sectors will be encouraged in the city
centre.

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

Comments that a final version of the Employment Land
review has not been published, although the executive
summary has. Discusses the figures and concludes that
it is likely that the future need for employment land
will be significantly lower than predicted in the ELU.
Client is proposing redev of Armstrong House for retail
and food and drink purposes. €S3.3 identifies
Armstrong Industrial estate as a key employment area.
Although it states that 'a more flexible approach to
new development is more appropriate', this and policy
DM3 which seek to retain existing employment sites
for B class uses are overly restrictive.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Jomast Developments

General support, esp for Vaux site - brownfield.
However the other Strategic Site north of Nissan is
more problematic. The proposal extends into South
Tyneside and so far as we can see, is all in the Green
Belt. CPRE is generally opposed to deletions of the
Green. At present we are opposed to this proposed
deletion from the Green Belt.

CPRE Durham

support for CS 3.2 and green belt 'exceptional
circumstances' as agents for land owners

Hedleys for Kans and
Kandy Ltd

CS3.1 - support. €S3.2 - support for Vaux strategic site -

Highways Agency
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central location is accessible and sustainable.
Welcomes provisions of IDP. Adjustment may be
required following clarification of the overall quantum
of development. Need to ensure mitigation of impacts
of major development proposals in close proximity to
or with direct access to the Strategic Road Network
(SRN) eg North of Nissan. Mitigation requirements
should be detailed within policy and the IDP. It is not
clear that the IDP fully considers the consequences of
the strategic site on the SRN. Agency will work with
council to progress this. €$3.3 - It is assumed that the
stated quantum of development identified within the
policy relates to the current scale of the area.
Clarification is needed as to how the 'development and
intensification' of such areas contributes to the overall
quantum of development proposed.CS3.4 - support for
cross boundary collaboration.

Summary background - noted and supported. This
section also suggests that “A strategic Green Belt
Review is being prepared jointly with neighbouring
South Tyneside Council which will identify the impacts
of loss of Green Belt land in this location. At the date of
this assessment this evidence was not available.” We
would request that this wording should be reviewed
and amended as a joint Green Belt Review is not being
undertaken as such, rather the two authorities have
agreed a common approach and methodology for
undertaking their respective Strategic Land Reviews
which includes the assessment of "greenfield" and
Green Belt sites as necessary. €$3.2 and CS3.4 -
support.

South Tyneside MBC

CS3.1 - indicates that the Council will maintain and
improve established employment sectors and areas in
the City. It is considered that this should be revised to
take into account the requirement to review and
potentially release existing employment land where it
is necessary to meet the strategic aims of the plan and
deliver significant economic benefits. As such it is
considered that CS3.1, part A should be revised to state
“maintaining and improving established employment
sectors and areas in the City where their retention for
employment use is viable.” €$3.3 - Our client objects to
the inclusion of the Phoenix Towers site within the
allocation of North Hylton Road as a Key Employment

England and Lyle for
Stirling Investment
Properties

Area. The site is considered to be of an insufficient
quality to attract appropriate employment uses and it
is considered that the de-allocation of the Phoenix
Towers site would not adversely impact the integrity,
function or operation of the remainder of the North
Hylton Road key employment area. - makes case for
development of site for housing.

Facilitating economic growth through increased
development in the employment sector is supported.
Need to increase number and range of housing to
home these new and existing residents, but the
housing industry can also directly and indirectly create
an array of employment opportunities. The economic
benefits of housebuilding should not be
underestimated as it will play a significant role in
ensuring that the Core Strategy is successful — both in
terms of meeting housing need and strengthening the
local and regional economy.

Persimmon

€S3.2i) - Vaux, Farringdon Row/Galley's Gill site: See
representations made under Policy CS1.2c. Itis
suggested there is scope to include significant retail
development on the Vaux site, particularly in the
vicinity of Magistrate's Square. This could draw people
north from The Bridges and help regenerate High
Street West, as well as helping to ensure a major
amount of new retail development is directed to the
City Centre to help stem its' relative decline. ii) Land
north of Nissan: See representations made under CS
1.2(a) and CS3.2ii

John Tumman

CS3.1 - More shops required in the town centre to
attract people and further investment.

Alistair Stewart Wilson

CS3.2 - In relation to transport issues, the North of
Nissan site has the potential to increase traffic
movements in the east of the Borough and increase
the pressure on key junctions just outside the Borough
at the White Mare Pool and Test's, for example. This
will need to be explored through cross boundary
working, as will the need to improve existing, and
establish new, bus links, particularly links between east
Gateshead and the employment opportunities at the
north of Nissan strategic site, and between the areas of
Washington and Team Valley. €S3.4 - It is noted that
the Plan indicates that further work will be carried out
to identify the actual land requirements for the

Development and
Enterprise, Gateshead
Council
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National Advanced Manufacturing Park, and that the
outcome of this work will be reflected in the next stage
of the Core Strategy. This assessment will need to
consider whether any land requirements could be met
by Gateshead’s employment land portfolio taking
account of Gateshead’s Employment Land Review.
Should the National Advanced Manufacturing Park be
required, continued engagement with Gateshead
Council would be welcomed, including any future work
on the joint development plan document. To support
the delivery of strategic economic development sites
within this area, including Follingsby Park, North of
Nissan and the National Advanced Manufacturing Park;
it will be important that the South Tyneside,
Sunderland and Gateshead Councils work together to
consider the strategic infrastructure requirements
within this area, particularly transport.

CS3.1 - Some sense of prioritisation between this
initiatives and focus of resources would be helpful.
Without these, there is a risk that the low cost, low
quality, low value employment options will take
precedence. €S3.2 - CPRE broadly welcomes these
proposals. Indeed the Vaux Site is in the Centre and is
brownfield. Development of it as a Strategic Site
appears sound. However the other Strategic Site north
of Nissan is more problematic. The proposal extends
into South Tyneside and so far as we can see, is all in
the Green Belt. We are not convinced of the need to
delete Green Belt to create this Strategic Employment
Site. It is to be hoped that these Strategic Employment
Sites are part of a NE LEP-wide strategic provision, and
that the council is not competing over Strategic
Employment Sites and specialisations with
neighbouring authorities. €S3.3 - The lists are neither
alphabetical nor in order of site size. Does the ordering
have any significance in terms of prioritisation or
sequential development? CS3.4 - Employment land
demand and provision in Co Durham (esp Easington,
Peterlee, Chester-le-Street) and North Tyneside also
needs to be taken into account

CPRE North East

Cs4

CS4.2 — this should just generally state in partnership
with Registered Housing Providers; owner occupiers
and private landlords. Existing Housing - Is this
statement about Gentoo’s development programme

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult

correct around 4,000 properties for demolition and
provision of 3,000? There should be mention in here
of the extra care housing programme with Housing 21
which is gathering pace and is expected to provide just
under 800 properties in the city for older households
by 2016 within the current programme and in turn will
release larger under occupied family housing back into
the wider housing market place — which is expected to
support families who are looking for larger 3 and 4
bedroom houses.

Services

CS4.2b - The vital importance of CS4.2b is highlighted
by the extensive loss of high quality large family
housing in the vicinity of Thornholme Road.
Regrettably there seems to be no evidence of action to
regenerate and preserve such a valuable heritage
already existing within the city centre, so encouraging
people to live there.

Mrs Mavis Martin

CS4.3 - This policy is not considered to be flexible. Does
not contain sufficient flexibility to allow a reduction
in affordable housing contributions should, for
example, a Brownfield site have abnormal
remediation costs.

Fairhurst for the Co-
operative Group

Support for strategic sites. Must also support other
employment sites across the city. Improvement of city
centre is essential. Agree with background statements
for Providing right homes for the city. Range of
considerations as to extent and type of housing that is
provided. 'Squeezed middle' and aging population,
some with care needs, are particular groups that need
a mixed and flexible approach to housing supply.
Should explore possibilities around use of existing
stock. Gentoo advise against responding to 'bedroom
tax' by increasing supply of one bedroomed properties.
CS4.1 - Support policy, particularly link between
sustainability and sense of place. €S4.2 - Support for
bringing empty homes back into use, and will continue
housing renewal programme. Also support stance on
HIMOs which may become more prevalent with recent
government policies. Support provisions of DM4.4 and
DM4.5. €S4.3 - a) support principle of providing
affordable housing , but wish to see more flexibility in
terms of how they are provided. Similarly for 75%social
rent and 25% intermediate tenure split in DM4.9. b)
Support for principle of more executive dwellings. c)

Gentoo
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support for increased choice of accommodation for
older households to enable independent living. d)
Student accommodation - support for the sites
identified within DM 4.3 to attract students into the
city. e) f) and g) - support policies.

CS4.3 - 10% affordable housing requirement contrary
to councils economic Viability Assessment of
Affordable Housing Requirements 2010 which
identifies that this would place many sites at risk of
non-delivery. Should consider more sites (such as
developer's own) which can deliver the 10%.

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

CS4.3 - 10% affordable housing requirement contrary
to councils economic Viability Assessment of
Affordable Housing Requirements 2010 which
identifies that this would place many sites at risk of
non-delivery. The Council should re-assess its
affordable housing requirements in light of the
evidence contained within an updated EVA. To ensure
viability is maintained in the vast majority of sites a
zero rate of contribution should be considered in the
more challenging market areas.

House Builders
Federation

CS4.1 - support for criterion (b). CS4.3 - criterion (d)
should include cross reference to policies DM4.3 and
4.4 as they provide the specific tests that proposals
need to demonstrate in order to be supported under
CS4.3 (d). Suggest the preparation of an SPD to address
the immediate concerns relating to unplanned and
increasing numbers of speculative HMO and student
accommodation proposals.

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

CS4.3 - NWL support 10% affordable housing target.
Suggest an addition relating to viability - 'Where an
applicant considers that the provision of affordable
housing in accordance with the requirements of this
policy would make a scheme unviable, they must
submit a full detailed viability assessment to
demonstrate the maximum level of affordable housing
that could be delivered on site. The applicant will be
expected to deliver the maximum level of affordable
housing achievable.'

Nathaniel Lichfield and
Ptnrs for NWL

CS4.2 - support. CS4.3 - support for affordable housing
target but suggest amendment relating to viability as
follows '“Where an applicant considers that the
provision of affordable housing in accordance with the
requirements of this policy would make a scheme

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium'

unviable, they must submit a full detailed viability
assessment to demonstrate the maximum level of
affordable housing that could be delivered on site. The
applicant will be expected to deliver the maximum
level of affordable housing achievable”. Support for
review of EVA.

CS4.3 - Considered that this policy is not in accordance
with national guidance and is not flexible. Paragraph 50
of the NPPF states policies setting out the need for
affordable housing should be sufficiently flexible to
take account of changing market conditions over time.
Policy CS4.3 does not contain sufficient flexibility to
allow a reduction in affordable housing contributions
should, for example, a Brownfield site have abnormal
remediation costs or a development site has significant
infrastructure requirements. Durham Estates consider
that sufficient flexibility needs to be included in this
policy.

Fairhust for Durham
Estates

CS4.3 - welcomes support for stand alone exec housing
developments. Suggests amended wording; 'a) require
provision of 10% affordable housing on all housing
developments proposing a minimum of 15 dwellings or
on sites of 0.5ha or more, unless it can be proved
preferable for a planning reason (eg for executive
housing proposals) for provision to be made off site or
a financial contribution towards affordable housing
made." and 'Where an applicant considers that the
provision of affordable housing in accordance with the
requirements of this policy would make a scheme
unviable, they must submit a full detailed viability
assessment to demonstrate the maximum level of
affordable housing that could be delivered on site. The
applicant will be expected to deliver the maximum
level of affordable housing achievable.'

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd

CS4.3 - support provision of 10% affordable housing on
all housing developments proposing a minimum of 15
dwellings or on sites of 0.5ha or more, however,
suggests the following amendment - 'Where an
applicant considers that the provision of affordable
housing in accordance with the requirements of this
policy would make a scheme unviable, they must
submit a full detailed viability assessment to
demonstrate the maximum level of affordable housing
that could be delivered on site. The applicant will be

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd (#2)
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expected to deliver the maximum level of affordable
housing achievable.' Note the review of the EVA.

CS4.3 - support provision of 10% affordable housing on
all housing developments proposing a minimum of 15
dwellings or on sites of 0.5ha or more, however,
suggests the following amendment - 'Where an
applicant considers that the provision of affordable
housing in accordance with the requirements of this
policy would make a scheme unviable, they must
submit a full detailed viability assessment to
demonstrate the maximum level of affordable housing
that could be delivered on site. The applicant will be
expected to deliver the maximum level of affordable
housing achievable.' Note the review of the EVA.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Lord Lambton's VS

CS4.1 is not sound in terms of the blanket requirement
for 10% affordable housing which the EVA suggests will
place a significant number of sites at risk. Other draft
policy requirements, such as older persons'
accommodation should be considered in the context of
an up to date SHLAA, whilst allowing for an appropriate
level of flexibility on a site by site basis.

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Ltd

CS4.1 - support for requirement to have a good mix of
house types, sizes and tenures, but need to consider
locations. €S4.3 - support for exec homes as stand
alone developments. However, we do not consider
that the Council has yet identified the correct balance
in respect to where new housing will be built and
therefore whether the ambitious targets of delivering
executive housing will be delivered.

Ward Hadaway for S
Gair

Support for principles of housing on brownfield sites,
affordable housing and reusing existing stock. We
therefore support the general principles of C54.2
(existing housing) and CS4.3 in the way it addresses all
sectors of the community including Travellers.
However, CPRE nationally has produced a Policy
Guidance Note on Housing which also addresses
sustainability. While we accept housing within the City
boundary is likely to be fairly accessible to employment
within the City, we do believe that this Policy should
also address how people get to work. The Core
Strategy does refer to getting people out of their cars
but new housing, especially new housing on greenfield
sites, should be ensuring accessibility to sustainable
travel routes particularly cycling and walking. Some

CPRE Durham

reference to that in this Policy would, we believe, be
useful.

CS4.3 - support.

South Tyneside MBC

CS4.1 - The wording needs to reflect the importance of
meeting housing demand as well as need. Demand
provides for a spatial element within the housing
policies, as building houses which are needed city-wide
in areas where there is little demand results in unviable
and undeliverable development sites. This policy needs
to make it clear that housing need should be addressed
by providing the correct number, size and tenure of
homes in the correct location. This notion of both need
and demand should be reflected throughout the Core
Strategy in order to ensure that the plan is deliverable
and, ultimately, effective. €CS4.3 - concern about the
viability of 10% affordable housing requirement.
Executive homes also has an important role - care
needs to be taken about meeting demand as well as
need, in terms of location.

Persimmon

para 4.8 - too much importance placed on lack of
choice of exec homes being one of main reasons
behind longstanding population decline in the city.
Para 4.9 [4.10?] should recognise the fact Sunderland
is in competition with other local areas for people to
live, esp for exec homes. Need to be avoid
inappropriate rules around affordable homes when
planning exec housing.

Stephen Hopkirk

CS4.2 - | live in an attractive private road. Within the
past 14 years since living here there has been a
number of houses of multiple occupancy concentrated
in the immediate area and this has caused a great deal
of distress to residents. HMO's result in an increase in
traffic/parking/noise nuisance and many residents feel
house prices are negatively affected. Residents within
my immediate locality have invested and continue to
invest large sums of money to maintain the high
standards of maintenance within the private roads,
close to the city centre. The properties offer a very high
standard of executive housing that the council have
already indicated are in short supply. | truly hope the
council will demonstrate their commitment to
preventing further HMO's particularly when opposed
to by local residents. If not, then | fear standards of
maintenance of well established, character properties

Christine Hesketh
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will diminish as demoralised families move out. Also, people out of their cars but new housing, especially
regarding 'let' properties, | would like to see more new housing on greenfield sites, should be ensuring
demands made on landlords to ensure higher accessibility to sustainable travel routes particularly
standards of maintenance and more transparency cycling and walking. Some reference to that in this
about who they have 'let' their properties to, for how Policy would, we believe, be useful. Some clarity is
long and what they do to ensure their properties are needed as to whether off-site provision of affordable
being used and maintained properly by tenants. housing is acceptable and under what circumstances
CS4.1 - CPRE considers that if housing can be provided CPRE North East eg stand-alone executive developments under (b) —
within the urban area and/or on brownfield sites, it and whether stand-alone developments of social
clearly helps to protect greenfield sites from housing would be permitted, or whether tenure-blind
unwarranted development. CPRE also believes pepperpotted development is the preferred model.
affordable housing plays an important role in ensuring CS5 Concern for economy of Hetton and its role as a major Michael Webb

viable, socially cohesive communities, especially if
development is ‘tenure-blind’. Quality, type, size and
tenure of housing provision represent just one
substrand of what is needed to be a sustainable city.
Better: “The City Council will seek to ensure that
delivery of an appropriate mix of good quality housing
of all types, sizes and tenures to meet the needs of its
existing and future communities will contribute
towards Sunderland becoming a more sustainable city,
with a strong sense of place.” Location and orientation
(for embedded renewables) of housing are also
contributors to the sustainability of housing
developments. €S4.2 - Actual prioritisation of re-use of
existing stock through refurbishment and renewal, and
even replacement ahead of new build would be helpful
towards regeneration and sustainability objectives.
CS4.3 - We welcome the proposals for 10% affordable
housing in developments of more than 0.5ha. We also
welcome the proposals to regenerate existing housing
wherever possible. We therefore support the general
principles of CS4.2 (existing housing) and CS4.3 in the
way it addresses all sectors of the community including
Travellers. However, CPRE nationally has produced a
Policy Guidance Note on Housing which also addresses
sustainability. We have referred to this in our
comments regarding the City Council’s review of
Settlement Breaks — see
http://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/policy-guidance-
notes/item/3271-cpres-policy-on-housing. While we
accept housing within the City boundary is likely to be
fairly accessible to employment within the City, we also
believe that this Policy should also address how people
get to work. The Core Strategy does refer to getting

district centre. Concerns; Gentoo offices now at
Houghton - shoppers bypass Hetton, Tesco potentially
taking over Nisa, vacant retail units, profile of existing
businesses and difficulties of advertising, excessive size
of bus station but lack of parking facilities, demolition
of housing estates without progress to replace them,
environmental improvements are needed to clean up
the area - Northumbria in Bloom, community events
need promoting to improve profile of Hetton and need
better communications to improve community spirit.

CS5.2 - concerns about the impact of the regeneration
of the seafront upon Parson's Rock

Natural England

CS5.1 - We support the principle of creating thriving
communities and in particular would stress the need
for integration between the physical space and the
integration of services and facilities together with the
development of strong community relationships.
Attention should therefore also focus on enabling the
people aspects of community, addressing issues such
as loneliness and isolation as much as other physical
issues. We would also wish to see additional reference
to addressing the environmental aspects of existing
properties and neighbourhoods through schemes such
as Green Deal, ECO and greater use of retrofit to
ensure that neighbourhoods continue to be sustainable
both economically, socially and environmentally.

Gentoo

welcomes the green belt review and request their site
be considered

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

CS5.1 and CS5.2 - Whilst we support the hierarchy as
set out in CS5.1, reference should also be made to the
scope to enhance Washington town centre. Whilst this
may not be required to have the focus for regeneration

Colliers International
for M&G Real Estate
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initiatives as set out for Houghton town centre and
Roker/Seaburn seafront, policy should include more
positive and proactive approach to encourage further
development at Washington town centre.

CS5.1 - The background and build up to this policy
indicates that health is an important component of
what the Core Strategy considers to be a ‘thriving
community’. It is therefore disappointing that sport
and recreational facilities and their role in helping to
achieve healthy communities is not really developed
within this policy.

Sport England

CS5.1 - concern that there is no ref to Springwell
Village in context of thriving communities - not self
sufficient, but relies heavily on services etc within the
village.

Ward Hadaway for S
Gair

Apart from commenting that our comments above re
sustainable transport could also be applicable here, we
have no comment to this Policy other than generally to
support it. Paragraph 5.11 addresses the sustainable
transport issue, but should it not be in the Policy itself?

CPRE Durham

CS5.1 - supportive of hierarchy of centres

Highways Agency

Para 5.4 - ignores the fact that the best way to support
good health and well-being is to have a good
environment in the first place. Need to focus more on
green spaces and environment. Para 5.18 states that
neighbourhood planning is not a tool to stop new
development proposals from happening. It should go
further and also state nor is it a tool to allow free for all
building. It is a tool to ensure the correct balance
between the needs of the current generation with
those of the future. It should support full sustainability
and not put future generations at a disadvantage if it is
in any way avoidable to do so.

Stephen Hopkirk

CS5.1 There are two aspects to this submission:- (1)
Concern is with Policy CS5.1, Sunderland City Centre.
The Centre is in severe decline and no longer performs
its' former role as a sub-regional centre with the loss of
overall floorspace, department stores and specialist
retail outlets. It desperately needs a pro-active
approach to regeneration, both within the parameters
of the Local Plan and on a more corporate front. It is
considered the Local Plan could assist in this process of
regeneration by adopting a more pro-active approach
to directing new retail development to the City Centre.

John Tumman

Despite the accompanying statement that "The most
appropriate -and pressing-location for new comparison
facilities will be in the City Centre..." the retail policy
only proposed 17,500sq m of a potential 85,500 sq m
new floorspace within the Centre. The potential of the
Vaux site to add to the critical mass of retail floorspace
in the centre is ignored in policies, and, in the absence
of a policy direction for the 61,300 sq m floorspace
unaccounted for locationally, the Council could be
faced with development pressures in locations other
than what would be regarded as suitable from the
point of view of providing a balanced range of
accessible facilities and minimising the need to travel.
Ironically, the targeted regeneration of Houghton
Town Centre has been identified because "it has
experienced considerable slippage in national retail
ranking since 200/2001" It is suggested the City Centre
has suffered greater slippage and that in terms of the
'image' of the City, this has much more serious
consequences and should be addressed as a matter of
urgency. It is suggested that Policy CS1.2 be amended
to indicate more comparison goods floorspace in the
City Centre. (2) The only centres listed in this policy of a
scale to accommodate the scale of new comparison
goods floorspace are the City Centre, Houghton and
Washington. This severe limitation could result in
development pressures building up on sites where the
Council would prefer other forms of development. It is
therefore suggested there is a need to clarify locations
for new development with an indication of the scale
anticipated, either geographically (ie Sunderland,
Washington, Houghton), or commit to specific sites to
direct development to preferred locations, or
introduce a rigorous criteria based policy to guide
development.

CS5.1 - It would be helpful and a demonstration of the
NPPF “requirement to co-operate’ if this city-wide
hierarchy slotted into a higher level hierarchy across
the seven local authorities of the NE LEP — with
conurbation and/or subregional centres. €S5.3 - CPRE
particularly welcomes this policy. We note that Policies
CS2 and CS3.3 are virtually site-specific and could
potentially clash with local community wishes on
location and character of development expressed
through a Neighbourhood Plan.

CPRE North East
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Cs6

Support for promotion of cycling, but, at CS6.2, specific
corridors for road development are identified, but no
routes for new cycle ways. €S6.7 refers to creating a
network of walking, cycle and equestrian routes but no
specific corridors or locations targeted. At odds with
public consultation which identifies public transport,
walking and cycling as needing most improvement.
More priority needs to be given to cycling.

Brian Robson, Ewesley
Road, Sunderland

CS6.2 - Previous road allocation to upgrade the A1290
has been omitted from the plan but should be carried
through. Development of the client's site for housing
could fund the road and deliver a key element of
infrastructure to the employment site around Nissan.

England and Lyle for Mr
C Milner

The Vision Document [prepared by NPL] confirms a
further extension to the Ryhope to Doxford Park Link
Road will be provided westwards through the site to
link to the Doxford Park Way (B1286). The Consortium
are committed to providing an appropriate planning
contribution to deliver a further extension to the link
road within the site that is fairly and reasonably related
in scale to the proposal.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium'

support for high level of priority afforded to public
transport provision throughout the chapter. However,
limited mention for bus or coach in comparison with
the metro - bus priority measures to maintain or
improve journey time and punctuality are entirely
absent. Nb - the entire rail infrastructure used by the
Metro in Sunderland is owned and maintained by
Network Rail. Nexus provides the operation of the
Metro Service and manages some stations. Principle of
extending the metro system, and protection of the S
Hylton to Penshaw and Leamside line rail corridors are
welcomed. The inclusion of public transport in the list
of potential requirements from developers as part of
planning permission for development is welcomed.

Nexus

Support for approach to transport and commitment to
work with neighbouring councils and other partners to
promote cross boundary transport initiatives. Support
for commitment to Leamside Line. Commitment to
work with Sunderland to achieve cross boundary
walking and cycling infrastructure. Request for
safeguarding of land to enable phase 2 of a new link
road to connect with East Durham Link Road/A19 near
Dawdon.

Durham County Council

Welcomes promotion of sustainable transport in the
form of walkways, cycleways and even equestrian
routes, proposals to increase public transport, extend
the Metro and re-open the Leamside Line and the
proposals re river transport, albeit to a limited extent
and more for leisure than business, so long as this does
not impact on wildlife in the river. Major road
improvements should include significant alterations to
improve or create safe sustainable transport, in
particular for cycling. However the proposals for a
number of new roads cause us concern. In our
experience, new roads do not resolve congestion and
the problems soon recur. In addition, the road itself
frequently becomes the new development boundary
by default. We note the proposed new bridge that
would take traffic to the Port may have had to be
abandoned. Reserves comment.

CPRE Durham

CS6.4 - should include explicit reference to the
Leamside Line given its significance and the potential it
offers,

Gateshead MBC

CS6.1 - support for promotion of sustainable travel,
and utilising traffic management measures and
initiatives to reduce congestion and providing an
alternative means of delivering improvements without
resorting to physical infrastructure improvements.
€S6.2 and CS6.3 - welcomes opportunity to work with
council to facilitate delivery of key schemes. Agency
wishes to clarify that identified schemes are
appropriate in contributing to the support of the
growth aspirations and the influence of the schemes
on the SRN. IDP is welcomed. CS6.4 - CS6.8 - support.
CS6.6 - supportive of safeguarding former railway lines,
including reopening the Leamside Line for passenger
and freight would offer a sustainable alternative to
private cars and lorries which otherwise utilise the
strategc road network.

Highways Agency

CS6.1 - The policy is supported in principle, but | would
like to make a general point in relation to the role of
the car in stimulating activity within the City Centre
and consequently suggest an amendment to this
policy. The section dealing with 'What you told us', in
the third bullet point, states "Public transport, followed
by walking and cycling, needed most improvement...
with cars and motorbikes given the least priority".

John Tumman
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Whilst accepting this in principle, it needs to be applied CS6.1 - This policy is welcome. The reduction in trip CPRE North East
in a targeted way if the City centre is to retain its distances (b) implies a decentralised provision of
function and be successfully regenerated. Car borne facilities and is hoped that the Council will work
shoppers tend to have a greater spend per trip than through its other departments (libraries, education)
public transport users, but a lot of car drivers by pass and with the health service etc to ensure this is the
the City centre in favour of the Metrocentre and case. Connectivity with key facilities other than
Newcastle for a variety of reasons, presumably employment [c], with retail centre — and CPRE would
including car parking facilities and pricing (Metrocentre argue — allowing access to open countryside, are all
having extensive free parking and good retail offer, important. CS6.2 - New road schemes generate extra
Newcastle in parts being not much more expensive traffic and are not generally a long term solution to
than Sunderland but with a much better retail offer). congestion problems. This is particularly true when a
Given this, and the priority given to public transport it road built as a bypass becomes the focus of
is perhaps surprising that no reference is made to the employment or retail parks and turns into an access
potential of providing park and ride facilities into the road. In addition, the road itself frequently becomes
City centre (see representation regarding Policy the new development boundary by default, as has
DM6.1).This would reduce congestion on main roads happened with at least one Settlement Break. €S6.3 - It
and potentially free up car parking in the centre. Along is assumed that this policy is aligned with the
with a downward review of parking charges objectives and policies in the Sunderland Local
(admittedly outside of the remit of the Plan, but Transport Plan and that improvements will support
nonetheless a potentially relevant consideration) this sustainable and active transport as well as car use.
could be a major factor in securing regeneration of the CS6.4 - While this is welcome, CPRE would also wish to
centre (see also comments under retail). | would see explicit reference to improving the Durham Coast
therefore like to see a reference included within the heavy rail line for freight, commuters and intercity
policy to investigating the potential for park and ride travel. CS6.6 - While this is welcome, it is very
facilities serving the City centre. disappointing that the Council does not see fit to be
CS6.2 - | believe the Doxford park -Ryhope link road Alistair Stewart Wilson more positive about working to bring the Leamside
would not meet the Sunderland Core Strategy with Line in particular back into use in the lifetime of the
regards to the Spatial Strategy and mainly the green Plan. Washington is the largest town in Europe with
infrastructure corridors (7.25 Important to protect [sic] [recte without] rail access. CS6.7 - This is welcome,
valued green space from adverse development). and so would policies encouraging use of these routes.
Especially if the road will be widening the existing Again, CPRE would also argue that these routes should
Burdon Lane. When the road does go ahead regardless give access to the open countryside. €56.8 - Care needs
of any objections it should take the most direct route to be taken that leisure-related river transport does
from the roundabout at Eltham Rd to the B1286 not impact on wildlife in the river, or affect the water
Burdon Rd. Any new road network must safe guard quality.
existing hedgerows and plant screening trees to local Ccs7 CS7.1 section b - The policy should seek to not only Durham Wildlife Trust

housing due to increased heavy goods vehicles. But |
expect the council will just plough a road straight from
the roundabout on Stockton Rd, through the Cherry
Knowle site and then green belt to the existing road
network at Doxford park.

CS6.4 - should include explicit reference to the
Leamside Line, given its significance and the potential it
offers.

Development and
Enterprise, Gateshead
Council

protect and conserve but where possible enhance the
natural environment. CS7.5 - When reviewing existing
green belt has there been consideration of ecosystem
services provision in line with the National Ecosystem
Services Assessment and the new thinking on nature
presented in the Natural Environment Paper - The
Natural Choice. (DWT offers help) €CS7.7 sectiona - A
review of designated sites is proposed. What is the
purpose of the review and how will it be conducted?
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(DWT offers help) Any review should seek to adopt the
principles set out in the Lawton Review and deliver a
coherent ecological network across the Sunderland
area. section b - How are 'locally distinct' habitats and
species defined? Where there are adverse impacts and
mitigation measures are required is the council
considering a biodiversity offset scheme to provide for
offset mitigation? if so, how will priority areas for
offset be determined? €S7.8 - What methodology was
used to determine the strategic Gl corridors and has
this taken account of the Lawton principles and
ecosystem services? (DWT offers help).

CS7.5 - The Co-operative Group consider that this
policy is not justified as it is not founded on a robust
and credible evidence base. Policy CS7.5 proposes the
deallocation of land from the Green Belt to the north
of Nissan, but then goes on to state that a strategic
review of the existing Green Belt will be undertaken
and inform the Core Strategy where necessary. The Co-
operative Group query how a decision can be made on
the deallocation of land from the Green Belt when a
strategic review of the existing Green Belt has not been
undertaken. As detailed in Paragraph 2.2 of these
representations, the Co-operative Group have
concerns that each emerging planning policy
document and the associated evidence base are being
undertaken and considered in isolation. The
deallocation of the Green Belt land to the north of
Nissan is an example of this, as is the
consideration of the Settlement Break Review
without considering the availability of land for
development within the Settlement Breaks.

Fairhurst for the Co-
operative Group

CS7.1 - This overarching policy’s identification of the
city’s environment as a key asset is welcomed.
However, part b should read “conserving and
enhancing” rather than protecting and conserving. This
is more positive as it goes beyond protecting existing
assets and reflects national policy within the NPPF.
CS7.6 - supports policy. Offers information for advice.
CS7.7 - This policy refers to the review of international
and national ecological sites by the City Council.
However these sites are reviewed by Natural England
not the local authority. Reference to the review of sites
by the Council should therefore be removed. should

Natural England

ensure that the wider network of ecological sites,
including areas which connect them, are also
protected. This should be integrated with policy CS7.8.
Part a should read: “Protect, conserve and enhance the
network of ecological and geological sites of
international, national and local importance.” CS7.7 is
intended to mitigate the adverse effects of policies
upon designated nature conservation sites. Whilst such
a policy is an acceptable method of mitigating the
effects of windfall developments that are unforeseen
by the plan, this is not the case where policies promote
development that is likely to adversely affect the
interest features of a Natura 2000 site, or a SSSI. These
issue should be resolved before the plan is adopted to
ensure the plan is deliverable and to avoid internal
conflict between policies in the plan. CS7.8 - Natural
England welcomes the establishment of a network of
strategic and district Gl corridors with links to the
wider network beyond the City’s boundaries.

CS7.1 - support for approach. Must seek to achieve
highest possible environmental standards. Wish to see
targets versus viability broached as a regional issue
within the combined authority such that a debate over
the economic benefits of environmental sustainability
can take place with meaningful targets set as a result.
CS7.2, CS7.3 - support. CS7.4 - support principles but cf
comments made in CS7.1 re build and environmental
standards. Possible to achieve zero carbon homes now.
We would also wish to see the City further progress its
environmental credentials through more widespread
access to new designs and technologies including
Building Integrated Photo Voltaics (BIPV), greater
adoption of ECO and Green Deal packages. CS7.5-
€S7.13 - support. Should also look at the economic
benefits of de-allocation of green belt for housing
development, where justified, whilst also addressing
the need to conserve landscape character and retain
open-breaks and wedges between settlements and
preservation of green infrastructure corridors and
green space.

Gentoo

CS7.1 and €S7.4 - The Council has not undertaken a full
economic viability assessment of its plan and therefore
the impact of this policy cannot be ascertained. It is
recommended that the Council undertake a thorough

House Builders
Federation
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viability assessment of all plan policies and obligations
in accordance with the NPPF. The Council will then
need to reassess the implications of such policies'
burdens upon the economic viability of development.
Given the current issues of housing delivery within
Sunderland it is recommended that the policy either be
deleted or changed to simply encourage such
standards. €S7.5 - welcomes forthcoming green belt
review but recommends that it should consider a
higher level of growth than currently proposed.

CS7.8 - refer to comments made in previous
correspondence re the draft Greenspace Audit and
Report 2012

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

CS7.5 - support for preparation of green belt review

?

CS7.5 and para 7.13 - support for green belt review.
Proposes two sites in the client's ownership in
Offerton, in the green belt, as potential exec housing
sites. Seeks confirmation that 'strategic review'
includes change where necessary to deliver executive
housing in the current Green Belt. Para 7.16-7.18 -
seeks confirmation that the delivery of executive
housing constitutes an element of the City's strategic
development needs.

Ward Hadaway for Mr
R Delaney

CS7.5 - Considers that this policy is not justified as it is
not founded on a robust and credible evidence base.
Questions how a decision can be made on the
deallocation of land from the Green Belt when a
strategic review of the existing Green Belt has not been
undertaken.

Fairhust for Durham
Estates

CS7.5 - support for review of Green Belt. Green Belt
boundary in south Ryhope site is arbitrary and
allocation should be removed. Any proposed changes
should be included in the CS.

Barton Wilmore for the
Church Commissioners

CS7.5 - welcomes review of green belt but needs to be
done now rather than 'when necessary' so that all
potential sites, such as the client's at Teal Farm can
come forward. Para 1.18 confirms a need to use green
field sites, so need to identify sites in the green belt
near Washington, such as the client's site.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd

CS7.5 - welcomes review of green belt but needs to be
done now rather than 'when necessary' so that all
potential sites, such as the client's at Hastings Hill and
Middle Herrington Farm can come forward. Para 1.18
confirms a need to use green field sites, so need to

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Developments
(#2)

identify sites in the green belt near Coalfield, such as
the client's site.

CS7.5 - objects to broad extent of green belt being
maintained in its existing location. Welcomes green
belt review, but will need more than minor tweaks, esp
around Springwell Village.

Ward Hadaway for S
Gair

HRA fails to deal with in combination effects of
possible development across authority boundaries.
Durham's HRA identified 2 zones of potential
significant adverse effects to the coastal SAC and SPA
from development. Would like these to be taken into
account and the CS to revisit the potential impact of
the development allocations in the South Sunderland
sub area to ensure appropriate application of HRA
legislation.

Durham County Council

CS7.4 - NWL welcomes the promotion of sustainable
design and construction for new development, in
particular the regard to be had to conserving water
resources and minimising vulnerability to flooding.
Flooding from sewers arises predominately from storm
events that result in excessive surface run-off from
existing built development entering the sewerage
network - where the network does not have adequate
capacity to accommodate such events, waste water
discharges from the network to surrounding land.
Flooding from sewers can occur in areas that are not at
risk from flooding from conventional sources, and
indeed affected areas can be located some distance
from any storm events themselves. Suggested
amendment - CS7.4c) - 'Conserving water resources
and minimising the use of water, maintaining and
improving water quality, and minimising, and where
possible, reducing vulnerability to flooding from all
potential sources, including flooding from sewers'.
NWL have undertaken a number of Drainage Area
Studies to specifically examine the issue of flooding
from sewers.

England and Lyle for
NWL

General support but express concern about the green
belt and settlement breaks, esp around Burdon

CPRE Durham

CS7.5 - support for exceptional circumstances to
allocate green belt land for strategic site at Nissan, as
agents for land owners

Hedleys for Kans and
Kandy Ltd

CS7.5 - support for deallocation of green belt to
accommodate strategic site. CS7.8 - support for green

South Tyneside MBC
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corridors.

CS7.1 - general support for principle, but council has to
be careful that this is not an additional burden that
impacts upon viability. Need a viability test on whole
plan. Should ensure that low carbon objectives don't
conflict with NPPF - other regulations such as building
regs should be used.

Persimmon

CS7.5 - exclusion of north of Nissan strategic site from
green belt is premature in the absence of a
comprehensive strategic review - unsound. Policy is
vague in terms of the full extent of the review and
assessment of the impact of GB policy. The nature of
minor boundary amendments and the possible reasons
for them is not indicated. GB is v narrow in some
places. Review needs to address - effectiveness of GB
policy, costs implications of maintaining GB, impact of
‘cramming' in GB settlements, GB settlement 'leakage’,
alternative policies in narrower areas of GB. Costs
associated with GB/urban fringe locations falls to land
owner with little diversification/development
opportunities to offset these maintenance costs. Local
example shows a failing in aim of GB policy to retain
openness. Suggested amendment - a detailed review of
the GB should be completed before any land is
removed and boundaries adjusted. Removal of land
from GB where characteristics of openness have been
lost.

Stephen Swinburn

p82 under Green Infrastructure/Green Space states
“Only in special circumstances, such as where
greenspace is identified as having low local value,
should greenspace be used for other purposes” - need
definition of 'low value' and needs to reflect that green
space should only be developed if there is a real need
to do so demonstrated by real demand and there is no
alternative available. CS7.1 - needs to be a fifth
paragraph added clearly stating that the natural
environment will only be built upon or developed if
there is both a real demand AND that the demand
cannot be alternatively satisfied. Para 7.20 should
include at the end “should there be such a demand
that warrants these green field sites being built upon
that cannot be satisfied in other ways”.

Stephen Hopkirk

CS7.1- Itis not clear what "protecting local
environmental quality" means in practice, nor is there

John Tumman

information as to how it will be achieved. It is
suggested clarification is required here. €S7.2 - It is not
clear what is meant by "Those parts of the built
environment that make a contribution to local
character". In what way is it different from CS7.1 (c)? If
it is not concerned with listing and conservation how
will this 'protection' be achieved/monitored? €CS7.5 At
this stage in the plan-making process | do not consider
an adequate case has been made for the redefinition
of the Green Belt north of Nissan to accommodate
strategic site CS3.2(ii). The proposed deletion is a
major alteration to the Green Belt and, as the site
extends into South Tyneside, will significantly
undermine the purpose of the Green Belt in this
locality, namely to prevent the merging of Sunderland
with South Tyneside. Any continued separation of
settlements will be entirely dependent on South
Tyneside maintaining a Green Belt within their
boundary in this vicinity. If the site is progressed in its
present form there will only be a 1,000 metre width of
Green Belt here, entirely within South Tyneside.
Therefore the proposal to provide a strategic site north
of Nissan (Policy CS2 ii) conflicts with this policy
objective and consequently Policy CS7.5 in its' present
form is misleading in its capacity to deliver what it
claims. In view of these factors, it is suggested the case
for a strategic site in this location should be subject to
intense scrutiny and, if it is concluded that this is in fact
the right general location for such a site, consideration
be given to redefining the boundaries to minimise the
northward intrusion into the Green Belt, possibly by re-
defining the site to include fields to the west of the site
presently proposed, on the north side of the A1290.

CS7.3 - Not sure what ‘legible spaces’ are? Something
to do with permitted graffiti? CS7.4 - CPRE broadly
supports this policy, though ‘addressing key issues’
may prove merely to be an exercise in explaining why
they are not possible. CS7.5 - CPRE welcomes this clear
definition of the purposes of the Tyne & Wear Green
Belt. We are not convinced of the need to delete Green
Belt to create a Strategic Employment Site, CS7.6 -
CPRE is making a separate submission in response to
the Settlement Break Review. One of the general
points coming out of our comments is the need to
define minimum acceptable widths for settlement

CPRE North East
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breaks to fulfil their purpose. CS7.8 - CPRE warmly support South Tyneside MBC
welcomes this policy. An additional purpose might be Policy to minimise waste generation, for re-use and CPRE North East
recognition of the need for fauna and flora to be able repair ahead of recycling would reinforce commitment
to migrate to more suitable habitats as the effects of to the waste hierarchy. Policy on development could
climate change over the Plan period change the usefully encourage the use of eg recycled aggregate.
current characteristics of existing habitats. CPRE argues CS10 Part a - pleased that the policy commits the city to Mineral Products
that people as well as flora & fauna need easy access contributing to national and regional need for Association
to green open spaces and the sea for relaxation and minerals, but in the case of aggregates, it doesn’t say
mental health. C$7.11 - CPRE notes that local what that contribution is. We would suggest that the
communities also have the power to make local supporting text’s reference to the local apportionment
heritage (and environment) designations through (shared with other mpas in Tyne and Wear) in para
Neighbourhood Plans, and hopes that the Council will 10.6 should be explicitly referred to in the policy. The
recognise and support these in a similar manner. supporting text (paras 10.4-10.8) does not appear to
CS7.12 - CPRE welcomes and strongly supports this reflect the current situation in respect of need.
potentially very powerful policy, with its implication Reference is made to an out of date RAWP report
that any proposal can be effectively vetoed on dating back to 2008, whilst the draft conclusions
environmental grounds. €57.13 - CPRE welcomes the reached in the Local Aggregates Assessment (LAA) are
recognition of intrinsic value. We note that in our ignored. It is not good practice in mineral planning to
tranquillity mapping studies, flowing water is include proposals which are subject to legal
recognised as a major contributor to feelings of agreements. The aggregates landbank consists of
tranquillity. permitted reserves of mineral with a valid planning

Cs8 support - must have high aspirations to become an Gentoo permission. An application benefiting from a decision
exemplar city. to permit subject to a Section 106 agreement is not a
Generally CPRE Durham welcomes renewable energy CPRE Durham valid planning permission and consequently cannot be
or low carbon proposals which genuinely reduce counted as part of the landbank. The appropriate
emissions into the atmosphere and have acceptable alterations need to be made to the supporting text.
impacts on the landscape and amenity. We have Part b - The references to MSAs are not in accordance
considerable concern about wind energy proposals with the national guidance on good practice from the
which are causing us considerable concern throughout BGS. National guidance emphasises that where
our area, especially within County Durham. detailed boundaries of MSAs are to left to a later DPD
Generally CPRE welcomes renewable energy or low CPRE North East (as seems to be the case here), then the methodology
carbon technology proposals which genuinely reduce for determining those boundaries needs to be set out
emissions into the atmosphere and have acceptable in the Core Strategy. The content of what a Core
impacts on the landscape and amenity. We have Strategy should contain in respect of an outlined
considerable concern about wind energy proposals approach to MSAs is clearly set out in the BGS guidance
which are causing us considerable concern throughout paragraphs 5.1.1 — 5.1.5. Whilst Policy CS10 and the
our area, especially within County Durham. We would Key Diagram have elements of this guidance, they fall
also argue that the clause on cumulative impact should short of being an effective approach at every stage of
be strengthened. Cumulative impact needs to be the plan making process, are thus unsound and we
assessed across all types of development (including suggest alternative wording to the policy and Key
minerals extraction). Diagram to rectify the deficiency. Consideration also

cs9 General support but concerned about Houghton CPRE Durham needs to be given to the safeguarding of any mineral

Quarry

support

Highways Agency

infrastructure occurring outside of quarries or the
mineral resource such as coating plants, concrete

Page | 72




Policy

Comment

Contributor

Policy

Comment

Contributor

plants, rail links, and wharves in accordance with MPS1
Practice Guide paras 34 & 35. Part c - duplicates part a
and could be deleted. Detailed rewording of policy is
attached.

Detailed clarification is sought on the methodology
which has been followed to define the extent of the
proposed MSAs, the actual minerals safeguarded and
the physical extent of the MSA designations.
Clarification is sought on the approach that is to be
adopted to safeguard mineral handling and processing
infrastructure. Requests the safeguarding of
Sunderland Wharf (Greenwells Quay).

Durham C Council

support

Highways Agency

The Coal Authority supports the inclusion of a Mineral
Safeguarding Area (MSA) covering the surface coal
deposits located within the western part of
Sunderland, as set out in policy CS10. The extent of the
surface coal MSA, as depicted on the Key Diagram, is
also supported. Reason - Safeguarding the entire
surface coal resource area within Sunderland ensures
that the Core Strategy & Development Management
Policies DPD is consistent with the guidance in
paragraph 143 of the NPPF.

Coal Authority

paras 10.4 - 10.8 - noted.

South Tyneside MBC

mineral safeguarding at Springwell is not sound. No
physical survey evidence of extent of any mineral
resource and takes no account of the existence of a
double medium pressure gas pipe running through the
land which TRANSCO advise that no working should
take place within 250m - this sterilises the mineral
resource - cost of diversion is prohibitive. Extraction
would cause disruption to operations of Low Mount
Farm - already suffers from effects, noise, dust etc,
from Springwell Quarry. Suggested amendment -
delete all reference to mineral safeguarding at
Springwell.

Stephen Swinburn

National and local countryside character assessment
could and should contribute to definition of mineral
safeguarding areas, and there should be links between
this policy and policies CS7.6 and CS7.7

CPRE North East

Cs11

support for need for infrastructure to accompany new
development, however, need to be economically
viable. Gentoo supports firstly bringing forward
available supply in order to give certainty within the

Gentoo

development land supply chain, secondly also welcome
clarity over the proposed concurrent use of both CIL
and Section 106 including use of commuted sums and
the circumstances under which each may be applied.

CS11 and DM11 - We consider these policies unsound
as they are not justified by evidence. The Council has
not undertaken a full economic viability assessment of
its policy and therefore impacts cannot be measured.
The current policy as it is drafted may also be contrary
to the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL).

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

CS11 and DM11 - The Council has not undertaken a full
economic viability assessment of its plan and therefore
the impact of this policy cannot be ascertained. The
policies as written may also be contrary to the CIL
regulations. The policy should be based upon a sound
evidence base and should clearly set out the relative
roles of CIL and Section 106 agreements. The Council
will also need to consider amending policy DM11 to
ensure compliance with the CIL regulations.

House Builders
Federation

NWL suggest the policy is reworded to align with paras
203-206 of the NPPF. In particular that obligations
should only be used where it is not possible to address
unacceptable impacts through a planning condition
and that the policy should acknowledge and conform
to the planning obligation test set out in para 204 of
the NPPF.

Nathniel Lichfield and
Ptnrs for NWL

Policy should be simplified - suggested amendment -
‘The City Council will ensure new developments:
Deliver infrastructure which is directly related to the
development proposed and necessary to make the
development acceptable in planning terms. The level of
developer contribution sought will be commensurate
in scale and kind to the development proposed.
Contributions that may be required include the

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium'

Sport England welcomes this policy’s recognition that
developer contributions may be required for open
space and recreation (including leisure and sports
facilities). However we would remind you that without
an up to date evidence base for sport it would be
difficult to articulate what such needs might be.

Sport England

General support provided that the contributions are
used for instance for providing suitable and safe access
for people such as cyclists to gain access to the existing

CPRE Durham
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network and for it to be improved. housing numbers, request maximum availability of land
support Highways Agency within the 5 year plan be identified in order to bring

CPRE is always concerned about developer
contributions and the way they may be used to
influence a decision to grant permission. We therefore
welcome the guidance that are contained in this Policy.
However: Numbering of the list facilities fundable by
developer contributions implies prioritisation or a
hierarchy of need or desirability. If this is not intended
then bullet points in alphabetical order might be
better. We note that the list includes a mix of: e items
which would be needed to make a development viable
and sustainable (eg utilities infrastructure, emergency
and essential services, drainage, flood prevention)
which should be incorporated and costed into any
sustainable development as a matter of course; ¢ items
that should happen as a result of policy elsewhere in
the Core Strategy (eg strategic green infrastructure,
enhancement of historic environment, transport)  and
items which are genuinely ‘community benefit’ (eg
community facilities (which should explicitly include
allotments), public art and heritage).

CPRE North East

Cs12

Will there be a periodic review of biodiversity across
the plan area to ensure that sustainable development
is being delivered? Has any thought been given to how
biodiversity will be monitored across the Sunderland
area?

Durham Wildlife Trust

Paragraph 47 of the NPPF requires Local Planning
Authorities to use their evidence base to ensure that
their Local Plan meets the full, objectively assessed
needs for market and affordable housing in the
housing market area. The Co-operative Group have
concerns that the evidence base has not been used
to fully inform the objectively assessed need for
housing in the City, i.e. representations submitted on
the SHLAA have not been assessed to confirm
development land availability to see if development
aspirations for each Core Strategy Sub-Area are
realistic and deliverable to meet housing need. Should
this be undertaken then this should avoid the need
for Policy CS12 to demonstrate how Sunderland
City Council would manage the lack of a 5 year
housing land supply.

Fairhurst for the Co-
operative Group

support for policy, in particular with need to review

Gentoo

scale and planning certainty to the development
process.

We are concerned regarding the delivery this policy. A
5 year land supply must include specific deliverable
sites that are available now (NPPF, paragraph 47,
footnote 11). Simply bringing forward sites from later
in the plan period will not ensure they are deliverable
now. If the Council cannot demonstrate a 5 year land
supply the applications should be judged in accordance
with paragraphs 14 and 49 of the NPPF until one can
be.

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

Whilst a pro-active approach to any under-delivery is
welcomed the proposed policy is not considered
effective and therefore is likely to be found unsound at
examination. It is recommended that the policy be
more positively prepared and in accordance with
earlier comments the sequential approach to housing
sites be deleted.

House Builders
Federation

Criterion (xi) - SPDs - the university will work with the
council towards an SPD re student accommodation and
HMOs.

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

Concerned that the evidence base has not been used
to fully inform the objectively assessed need for
housing in the City, i.e. representations submitted on
the SHLAA have not been assessed to confirm
development land availability to see if development
aspirations for each Core Strategy Sub-Area are
realistic and deliverable to meet housing need. Should
this be undertaken then this should avoid the need for
Policy CS12 to demonstrate how Sunderland City
Council would manage the lack of a 5 year housing land
supply.

Fairhust for Durham
Estates

Support, but contributions should also be sought,
however, to sewerage infrastructure where
appropriate.

England and Lyle for
NWL

CPRE nationally has been proposing that this is the
right way to plan for the future and so we can only
endorse this Policy. Our only comment is that we note
the provision should there be insufficient land to meet
a five year supply — we believe there should also be a
provision should it be found that there is an oversupply
of land, or that new build is having an unduly adverse

CPRE Durham
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effect on the existing housing stock. short term viability. And - CPRE is strongly opposed to
support. Agency wishes to be involved in cross Highways Agency second series clause vi which could be used to drive a
boundary work to ensure that the evidence base at the coach and horses through any policy about sequential
SRN remains to be valid and that the provisions and or phased release of land and so destroy any attempt
detail of the IDP remain to be appropriate. at city centre regeneration. Newcastle CC tried and
Five year supply of housing sites fails to recognise the Persimmon failed to make such a linkage between development in
required buffer of 5-20%. It's not enough to simply Scotswood and Newcastle Great Park.
move sites forward - need to look at the demand side bDM1 This priority towards brownfield development lacks Gladman

of locations as well as the supply side. Provision needs
to be made in this Chapter to assess the impact which
the policies contained within the Core Strategy are
having on the delivery of new residential development.
Moreover there should be scope to reassess certain
policies which place a financial burden on
development, such as affordable housing and
developer contributions.

need to include a reference to developing
management information that includes information on
the real demand for housing in the Sunderland market,
so necessary to guide development that is truly social,
economically and environmentally sustainable. Need to
employ techniques such as Statistical Process Control
methods as a mechanism to assess impacts of plans
and strategies in terms of population and housing
demand. House building should be a response to
creating a place where people want to live therefore
creating demand, not a target in itself.

Stephen Hopkirk

CPRE nationally has been proposing that this is the
right approach to planning for the future and so we can
only endorse this Policy. We note the provision should
there be insufficient land to meet a five year supply,
but we believe there should also be provision for the
contingency that there is an oversupply of land, or that
new build is having an unduly adverse effect on the
existing housing stock. Monitoring of the Plan should
be on planning applications granted not housing built.
If the latter, then it would be possible for developers to
bring forward and build on inappropriate, probably
greenfield sites merely by not following through on
extant planning applications for less marketable sites.
This is particularly the case under some possible
interpretations of a ‘real time’ SHLAA (second series i).
Clause (first series v) must not be interpreted to allow
long term sustainability to be sacrificed for the sake of

CPRE North East

justification and is not supported by the Framework.
§111 of the Framework states that Planning polices
and decisions should encourage the effective use of
land by re-suing land that has been previously
developed. This does not mean that it is there is a
preference towards brownfield, especially when read
in context of §14 the presumption in favour of
sustainable development. Gladman remind the council
that the Framework should be read as a whole and
object to the priority place on the delivery of
brownfield sites.

Developments

DM1.1 - support

England and Lyle for Mr
C Milner

DM1.2 - sequential approach to prioritise brownfield
sites is contrary to NPPF

Signet Planning for the
University of

Sunderland
DM1.2 - NWL welcomes the council's recognition that Nathniel Lichfield and
all sites should be in locations that are sustainable and Ptnrs for NWL

well related to homes, jobs and services by all modes

of transport, particularly public transport, walking and
cycling having regard to other relevant policies within
the local plan.

As the NPPF only encourages brownfield first, the
comments suggest that the first paragraph of the
policy is deleted.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium’

DM1.2 - NPPF does not support brownfield first so
requests first para of policy to be deleted.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd

DM1.2 - NPPF does not support brownfield first so
requests first para of policy to be deleted.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd (#2)

DM1.2 - NPPF does not support brownfield first so
requests first para of policy to be deleted.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Lord Lambton's VS

DM1.1 sets out the council's draft presumption in
favour of sustainable development policy - in line with
NPPF and supported. DM1.2 - sequential approach is

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Ltd
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contrary to NPPF and is not sound. indicate otherwise — taking into account whether:“ do
DML1.1 - We accept this Policy in view of the NPPF but CPRE Durham not appear in the NPPF in the provision relating to
represent that the words “material considerations Sustainable Development. We cannot say whether this
indicate otherwise — taking into account whether:-“ do materially affects the meaning of the Policy when
not appear in the NPPF in the provision relating to compared with the NPPF. DM1.2 - We welcome this
Sustainable Development. We cannot say whether this proposed way of interpreting “sustainable
materially affects the meaning of the Policy when development” which we believe is in accord with the
compared with the NPPF. DM1.2 - We accept this comments in CPRE’s Policy Guidance Note for Housing
Policy in view of the NPPF but represent that the words (www.cpre.org.uk/resources/policy-guidance-
“material considerations indicate otherwise — taking notes/item/3271-cpres-policy-on-housing) mentioned
into account whether:-“ do not appear in the NPPF in above. The proposal in respect of brownfield sites is
the provision relating to Sustainable Development. We particularly welcome. We will be interested to see how
cannot say whether this materially affects the meaning it operates alongside Policy CS12.
of the Policy when compared with the NPPF. bMm2 DM2.2 - The Council should include locations for major | Barratt and David

DM1.2 - support

Highways Agency

DML1.1 - general support but it should be made clear
that decisions which accord with the Development Plan
will be taken “without delay”. It is suggested that the
model policy wording provided by the Planning
Inspectorate should be considered. DM1.2 - a muddled
policy, jumping from brownfield / greenfield
preferences in one paragraph to a vague and
unsubstantiated notion of a sustainable location in the
next. At no point does this policy define what
sustainable development is, or what criteria it will be
assessed against. doesn’t take all dimensions -
economic, social and environmental - into account and
as such doesn’t provide a comprehensive and sound
definition or summary of sustainable development. The
policy also prioritises brownfield sites over greenfield
sites with no caveat in relation to viability, suitability,
achievability of deliverability. It is considered that this
policy should be used to better define sustainable
development in the context of DM1.1, with the role of
brownfield sites being dealt with at more appropriate
stages of the document.

Persimmon

p117 development needs to respond to demand to be
sustainable - otherwise risks overdevelopment and
falling house prices.

Stephen Hopkirk

DML1.1 - In order for the City to not only survive but
thrive for the generations to come, all development
needs to be sustainable. DM1.2 - support

Kathryn Brown

DML1.1 - We accept this Policy aligns closely with the
NPPF but note that the words “material considerations

CPRE North East

development with their Core Strategy. Deferring this to
an Allocations Document will cause delay and bring the
deliverability of the Council’s plan into question. It
should also be noted that the NPPF discourages the
production of other development plan documents
unless clearly justified.

Wilson Homes

DM2.1 - welcomes the production of a Development
Framework provided that it does not delay delivery. In
terms of the detail of the policy, the Vision Document
confirms an appropriate level of physical, social, health,
green and transport infrastructure can be provided to
achieve a sustainable development and create a sense
of place. DM2.2 - The Consortium suggest the word
‘defined’ should be deleted from the policy given the
Core Strategy defines the location of the LMDs and
provides a location at Figure 8. Put simply, the LMDs
should be allocated now given they are central to plan
delivery.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium’

lack of detail is of concern - should identify all site
allocations to be delivered over the plan period.

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Itd

DM2.1 and DM2.2 - Again we generally welcome these
proposals. We would prefer to see a specific reference
to walking and cycling as part of the transport system
and we also believe that flooding and water
management needs to be mentioned here.

CPRE Durham

DM2.1 - support. The policy should not replace the
need to identify measures (infrastructure) needed to
support such development aspirations at this stage.
DM2.2 see CS2.

Highways Agency
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DM2.2 - Although not necessarily an amendment to Persimmon requirements to market the site. Can be unviable to
the wording of the policy it should be recognised that market it in the first instance. Policy is considered to be
until the Core Strategy (and other relevant SPD / unsound. Makes the case for the redevelopment of
DPD’s) are adopted, decisions should be taken in Armstrong House for non-B class uses.
accordance with paragraph 216 of the NPPF. DM3.5 - While generally we have no comment to this CPRE Durham
DM2.1 support. Kathryn Brown proposal, we suggest it should also be reasonably

DM3 Requests additional bullet point for new uses to 'be BNP Paribas Real Estate accessible by sustainable transport, not just have

compatible with existing and future employment uses
in the PEA and not be susceptible to disturbance from
employment and industrial operations in the PEA or
likely to result in restrictions being placed on
employment and industrial operations in the PEA in an
effort to prevent or mitigate a loss of amenity.' and
'Development on sites adjacent to the PEA will also
only be permitted where they would not prejudice the
day to day operation of the PEA and where they would
not be susceptible to disturbance from the operations
within the PEA.'

- acting for BAE
Systems, Radial Park,
Washington

DM3.1, DM3.2 and DM3.3 - The Council’s strategy is
reliant upon a significant quantity of housing
development coming from brownfield sources. The
continued protection of employment sites could
jeopardise the successful delivery of the plan and
would therefore raise issues of soundness. Need to
commit to an annual re-assessment of its employment
portfolio and this be balanced against an up to date
employment needs study. Once completed the Council
should identify sites to be released from employment
use, without restriction, which are surplus to
requirements. The Policies should also be amended to
provide flexibility allowing other uses, including
housing, to be developed where a retained site
becomes vacant and there is no reasonable prospect of
the site being used for the allocated employment use.
Such other uses should be treated on their merits
having regard to market signals and the relative need
for different land uses.

House Builders
Federation

DM3.2 and DM3.3 are over restrictive and
overburdensome in terms of the criteria to be met and
requirements to market the site. Can be unviable to
market it in the first instance. Policy is considered to be
unsound.

Nathaniel Lichfield and
Ptnrs for North East
Property Partnerships

DM3.2 and DM3.3 are over restrictive and
overburdensome in terms of the criteria to be met and

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Jomast Developments

appropriate vehicular access. “Local amenity” will also
need to be interpreted widely to include issues such as
biodiversity and flood assessment. DM3.6 - support

DM3.1 - see CS3.3. DM3.2- Conversion of a site to
housing would bring with it different patterns of travel,
that could have differing implications, including at the
SRN. Need to be fully assessed. Transport influences of
such conversions need to be a key consideration
alongside the others identified in this policy. DM3.4 -
given that these policies could ultimately allow for the
provision of employment land anywhere in the city
including outside of the designated employment areas,
the agency considers that the policy and criteria b
)could be strengthened to emphasise that proposals
will not only need to be sustainably accessible but
should also not result in unacceptable traffic impacts as
a result that would not be capable of being mitigated.

Highways Agency

DM3.2 - contrary to NPPF. It sets out the criteria for
the release of vacant land within designated Key
Employment Areas. Criteria A states that the “Council’s
most up-to-date employment land assessment(s)
recommends their release for another purpose”. 3.21 -
We object to the inclusion of this criterion within policy
DM3.2 and suggest the policy is revised to remove that
requirement. The requirement to rely upon the Council
to maintain an up-to-date employment land
assessment is flawed and is not a robust approach to
the release of unneeded employment land. The
wording of the policy would only allow for the release
of employment land where the latest ELR recommends
it’s release, even if all the other criteria, including
demonstrating that it is no longer needed in
accordance with Policy DM3.3, have been met. If
criterion ‘@’ is to be retained, then it should be re-
worded as follows:

“a. The most up-to-date employment land assessment
for the site recommends it’s release for another

England and Lyle for
Stirling Investment
Properties
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purpose; or..” hope that any land that is to be released solely on the
DM3.2 - needs to be clear whether one or all the Persimmon ground that it is “not viable” will be very carefully
criteria need to be met. At present it reads as if to assessed and we support the approach suggested in
meet the policy sites must meet criteria a) plus one of Policy DM3.3 on this point. DM3.3 - Given the possible
b) to h). The policy does rely on the Council keeping future of print media over the 20 year period of the
their employment land assessment up-to-date - Plan, the Council may usefully be more flexible in
potential weakness. DM3.3 - if a developer complies setting out advertising requirements (Proof of
with all the criteria to demonstrate that a site has no Marketing (b)) DM3.4 - The policy could constructively
realistic re-use for employment or that redevelopment specify ‘long-term regeneration benefits’ and re-iterate
for employment would not be economically viable, the the need for all development to be sustainable. DM3.5
requirement for development on such sites to provide - We suggest that employment sites should also be
further measures to outweigh the loss of employment reasonably accessible by sustainable transport, not just
land appears unjustified - if it isn't making a have appropriate vehicular access. Either “Local
contribution, there is no loss. amenity” will also need to be interpreted widely to
DM3.3 - Given the possibility that a frustrated demand | John Tumman include issues such as biodiversity and flood
for comparison goods floorspace could in the longer assessment or a separate environmental criterion is
term lead to development pressure for out-of-centre required.
development on employment sites if it can be DM3.1 - ancillary uses - criteria text - possibly include Jane Hibberd, Head of
demonstrated by developers that no suitable in or 'proximity to schools' Strategy and Policy,
edge of centre sites are available (as may well be the People and
case under the retail policies of this plan as currently Neighbourhoods.
worded) it is suggested that the following wording be DM4 DMA4.3 - Support for principle of sequential approach Brian Robson

added at the end of Policy DM 3.3 "Retail use which
are not ancillary to the main use of the location will
only be considered if a compelling case can be made in
relation to a specific or local need, and no alternative
more suitable site is available"

DM3.1 - support

Kathryn Brown

DM3.1 - While CPRE welcomes this policy, we are
concerned that recent relaxation of Change of Use
permissions may make it ineffective, with significant
inappropriate retail development resulting. DM3.2 -
CPRE seeks reassurance that the Council’s employment
land assessments take a long-term rather than short-
term view. Any such decision could not easily be
reversed in case of later need. This is particularly
significant in the case of location-specific industry eg
shipping or ship-building which could not be reinstated
if riverside frontage has been given over to housing or
retail development. We are also concerned that
employment land is not released for other uses and
then has to be replaced with loss of greenfield land.
The safeguards given appear to ensure that such land
will not be prematurely released. However, we would

CPRE North East

for construction of or conversion to student accom.
Would like to see ref to 'edge of the central area’
removed as it is not defined. DM4.4 and DM4.5 -
support for approach that will ensure that there is not
an over-concentration of HMOs in particular localities.

DMA4.3 - different types of accommodation is required
for different types of student. It is a national and
international market. Questions how the need for
student accommodation is to be demonstrated.
Suggests further bullet point at 16.5 -'the quality and
type of existing student units to meet the varying
demands of the student housing market. DM4.4 -
suggested amendment 16.11.."it offers landlords a
vetting service to assist in the selection of prospective
tenants, financial assistance (when available) and
discounts on services such as HMO licences. Landlords
also benefit from accredited status. It is expected that
existing and prospective landlords will apply for this
scheme.' 16.12 'Certain size HMOs ..(..) usually require
a statutory licence from the city council. It is an offence
to operate a licensable HMO without a licence.' Adds
contact details for housing renewal team.

Liz McEvoy, Housing
and Neighbourhood
Renewal Team
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DM4.3, DM4.4, DMA4.5, DM4.7, DM4.9, DM4.10, -
support

Gentoo

DMA4.6 - requires proposals for new housing
development to be informed by most up to date
SHMA. Need:s flexibility to deal with specific site and
market conditions. DM4.9 - The recommendation for
Policy CS4.3 also applies to this policy. In addition the
Council should consider flexibility upon the tenure split
for affordable housing and ensure the SPD does not
add additional burdens to development.

House Builders
Federation

DMA4.3 - refers to prob of speculative provision of
student accommodation. Policy needs to refer to topic
paper being prepared. Suggests additional criterion
under criterion (c) - 'a requirement for accreditation to
the relevant student accommodation/university
schemes and provision of a management plan secured
through a section 106 agreement.' DM4.4 - support for
HMO/student accommodation policy. Concerned
about continued oversupply until adoption 2016
without interim policy.

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

Chapter 16 - concern that policies relate to specific
sectors of housing, eg student accommodation,
backland development, affordable housing etc, but no
specific reference to executive housing. Promotes two
sites within the green belt at Offerton under the
client's ownership as potential exec housing sites.

Ward Hadaway for Mr
R Delaney

DMA4.6 - NWL agree that housing mix and type should
be determined in accordance with most up to date
SHMA. DMA4.7 - support and welcome flexible
approach to housing density, recognising housing need
and the varying characteristics of settlements across
the city together with the local characteristics of the
sites. DMA4.9 - Welcomes the reference to viability
assessments where a rate of affordable housing lower
than 10% is proposed.

Nathaniel Lichfield and
Ptnrs for Nwl

DMA4.6 - agree. DMA4.7 - support. DM4.9 - welcomes ref
to viability assessments where a rate of affordable
housing lower than 10% is proposed. Criterion b)
request an amendment - 'The affordable dwelling types
and size should reflect the sub-area needs set out in
the most up-to —date Strategic Housing Market
Assessment; however consideration...'

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium'

DMA4.9 - welcomes ref to viability assessments where a
rate of affordable housing lower than 10% is proposed.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development

Criterion b) - suggested amendment - 'The affordable
dwelling types and size should reflect the sub-area
needs set out in the_most up-to-date SHMA; hv
consideration....' criterion e) - further clarification
needed.

Ltd

DMA4.9 - welcomes ref to viability assessments where a
rate of affordable housing lower than 10% is proposed.
Criterion b) - suggested amendment - 'The affordable
dwelling types and size should reflect the sub-area
needs set out in the_most up-to-date SHMA; hv
consideration....' criterion e) - further clarification
needed.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Developments
(#2)

DMA4.9 - welcomes ref to viability assessments where a
rate of affordable housing lower than 10% is proposed.
Criterion b) - suggested amendment - 'The affordable
dwelling types and size should reflect the sub-area
needs set out in the most up-to-date SHMA; hv
consideration....' criterion e) - further clarification
needed.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Lord Lambton's VS

DMA4.8 - blanket approach to 10% affordable housing
requirement is neither flexible nor sound.

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Ltd

DMA4.1, DM4.2 and DM4.8 - support. DM4.4 and
DMA4.5 - While we have no comment in general, we
note the potential for Article 4 Directions to prevent
this use under permitted development rights. Do PD
rights affect the extent of Policy 4.4? DM4.6 - We
suggest this must include a reference to Affordable
Housing as on the face of it, this Policy could be read to
override that provision in the Core Strategy or 4.9
below. DM4.7 - While in general we have no comment,
paragraph (d) should perhaps refer to “Good Design”,
not just “Design”. DM4.9- While we support this
proposal, we are concerned that a number of
developers in Durham are doing just what is suggested
here, ie suggesting that Affordable Housing should not
be a requirement for the sort of reason outlined here.
CPRE supports Affordable Housing for the reasons
mentioned above in the Core Strategy section.
Paragraph 16.18 is very relevant here and we suggest
may need to be addressed and properly applied many
times.

CPRE Durham

DMA4.2 - Conversion of a site from residential would
bring with it different patterns of travel, that could

Highways Agency
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have differing implications, including at the SRN. Such
considerations need to be fully considered including
with ref to any influence such as the SRN. DM4.3 and
DMA4.7 - support.

DMA4.6 - It is worth reiterating the role which demand
must play in housing policy. The SHMA assesses both
need and demand and therefore development should
respond to both, as they are mutually dependent upon
one another. Incorporating demand into this policy
provides a spatial element, ensuring that not only is
the right type of housing built but that it is also in the
right place. DMA4.9 - in order to warrant an affordable
housing requirement as set out in this policy —in terms
of percentage and tenure mix — there needs to be a
robust and fully evidenced viability assessment
undertaken for the whole plan. In relation to the off-
site commuted sum provision it is strongly suggested
that the wording allows for increased flexibility in order
to deliver the key aims of the Core Strategy - eg not
appropriate to provide affordable housing within exec
housing schemes.

Persimmon

p128 Future Housing - makes no ref to recognised need
for exec housing. Sunderland does not have an
identifiable exec housing area. CS should identify an
area to be developed for exec housing.

Stephen Hopkirk

DMA4.5 - Although the thrust of the policy is supported
in principle, the present wording appears too loose to
be meaningful in its application to the circumstances
pertaining in areas to which the policy may potentially
apply. It is not sufficiently definitive in its' present form
to provide a robust basis for assessing the need to
apply it in specific localities; further, because of the
vagueness resulting from its' open-endedness it does
not necessarily commit the Council to any action. There
is no indication within the policy of the way in which
the presence of a number HMO's in an area would be
judged detrimental, nor of the 'critical level' which
would trigger implementation of the policy. Some
indication of the criteria against which a detrimental
impact would be assessed would be useful, as would
the way in which the proportions of HMO's would be
judged unacceptable-would it be the proportionin a
street, or a defined area? If so, what proportion? These
tests are matters for the Council to determine against

John Tumman

its' own standards, but are necessary to make the
policy meaningful. Residents' could then make their
own judgement in relation to their street/area's
circumstances and if appropriate put pressure on the
Council to invoke the policy. In conclusion it is
suggested the policy should be made more prescriptive
to provide an objective baseline against which localities
with HMO's can be judged appropriate for
intervention.

DMA4.2 - Some policy is needed here to discourage
property owners from deliberately allowing property
to decline and decay in order to meet clause (a).

CPRE North East

DMA4.6 - We suggest this must include a reference to
affordable housing as on the face of it, this Policy could
be read to override that provision in the Core Strategy
or Policy DM4.9 below. Local evidence gathered for
Neighbourhood Plans should also be recognised as
relevant to this policy. DM4.7 - High density housing
and certain street patterns are necessary for bus
services to be viable, so clause (a) is somewhat of a
circular argument. The Council should not fall into the
error that only low density housing can be high quality
or executive housing. The Georgian crescents of Bath
and Edinburgh are higher density than many modern
estates. DM4.8 - We support this Policy to prevent
inappropriate “Garden Grabbing”. DM4.9 - The
proportion of affordable housing and the ratio of
rented to intermediate tenure required may change
over the 20 year period of the Plan and should be
subject to review informed by Local Housing Need
Assessments. It might also be advisable to leave scope
for Neighbourhood Plans to show flexibility on these
points in response to very local needs. We are
concerned that developers will make extensive use of
clauses d) and e) to avoid including affordable housing
on their developments. CPRE argues strongly that for
social cohesion and other reasons, development
should be ‘pepper potted’ and ‘tenure-blind’ with
separate enclaves of affordable housing avoided if at
all possible. Para 16.18 is very relevant here and we
suggest may need to be addressed and properly
applied many times. DM4.10 - Will the ‘council’s wider
programme of provision for the ageing population’
match the 20 year period of this Plan or is more detail

CPRE North East
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required? remove the reference to 'small scale'
Student Accommodation policy, agree with but needs Comment received at DMS5.1 - not in accordance with NPPF, by permitting Nathaniel Lichfield for
clarity around the definition of ‘Edge of the Central staffed library events only small scale convenience facilities outside of Hercules Unit Trust
Area’. designated centres, and setting the threshold for

DM5 Policy omits reference to A2 uses, (banks in particular). | Shireconsulting - acting impact assessments too low - suggests 2000sq m,

Unsound as it assumes any uses other than retail is
likely to reduce viability and vitality - does not
recognise the contribution made by financial services
retailers - not based on sound evidence. The letter
goes on to set out in national policy context.

for Barclays Bank

DMS5.3 - Considered to be unsound as not justified by
economic viability evidence.

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

DMS5.3 - The imposition of all the proposed policy
obligations within the plan will place additional
burdens upon development. The Council has not
identified the cumulative impacts of its proposed plan
policies and therefore the viability of these policies
cannot be adequately assessed. The Council is
therefore faced with a need to prioritise its policy
objectives; be they affordable housing or higher
standards of construction sustainability and
regeneration. The evidence suggests development in
Sunderland cannot sustain both.

House Builders
Federation

DMS5.3 - The Consortium are committed to providing
appropriate social infrastructure that is related in scale
to the development and look forward to working with
the Council to determine such needs.

Nathaniel Lichfield &
Ptnrs for the
'Consortium'

DMS5.1 - The policy should be reworded as follows: 'The
council will favourably consider proposals for a new
retail development in designated centres identified in
policy CS5.1. If there are no sequentially preferable
sites, edge of centre sites may be considered subject to
confirmation that this would not have a significant
adverse impact on the centre.’'

Colliers International
for M&G Real Estate

DMS5.1 - Identifies a lack of food superstore provision
in West Sunderland - this is picked up in the Retail
Needs Assessment. Policy DM5.1 states that outside of
designated areas only small scale convenience facilities
will be permitted. - this is not justified and is unsound.
Client wishes to develop a foodstore on land at
Pennywell alongside Gentoo residential development.
The comments make the case that the development of
a foodstore in West Sunderland will be consistent with
the NPPF. Suggests an amendment to policy DM5.1 to

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Trilogy Developments

DMS5.4 - The Loss of Social Infrastructure. Sport
England considers this to be an innovative and
potentially valuable policy which we are supportive of
in principle. Notwithstanding this support, clarity is
needed as to what social infrastructure it is intended to
cover. Moreover clarity is also needed as to whether it
is simply intended to cover buildings and land which
are in community use, or also cover those which offer
community use.

Sport England

DMS5.1 - While generally we support this proposal, we
also suggest new retail should have sustainable
transport provisions and provide for eg the safe
parking of cycles. This appears to be in accord with
paragraph 17.1.

CPRE Durham

DM5.1, DM5.3, DM5.4 - support

Highways Agency

DMS5.4 - support, but would be happier if the policy
started by supporting existing social facilities before
including criteria for their loss. Paragraph 17.13 states
that it is important to protect ‘viable’ facilities, but the
policy does not reflect this. We suggest therefore that
the opening lines should include a statement along the
lines of - The council will protect existing community
and social facilities by resisting their loss or change of
use unless land or buildings currently or formerly in
community use ........

Item 70 p17 of the NPPF supports this. For clarity there
should be an entry in the Glossary or in the
accompanying text to describe what is meant by the
term ‘social infrastructure’ and we suggest - The
function of social infrastructure is to provide facilities,
services and access to venues for the health and
wellbeing, social, educational, spiritual, recreational,
leisure and cultural needs of the community.

The word ‘viable’ is used in paragraph 17.13. Often a
community/social facility may not need to be viable to
provide a service to the community, i.e. it may require
financial subsidy to remain a valuable component of
your social infrastructure. Museums, libraries, and all
community and cultural facilities play a key role in

Theatres Trust
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encouraging knowledge, experience and quality of life for the Plan to identify local deficiencies as priorities
in its broadest sense. for new local convenience development as was done in
DMS5.1 - This representation should be read in John Tumman the supporting text of the adopted UDP policy. Change
conjunction with those made under Policies CS1.2(c) sought is for the Policy to be re-written to: (1) allow a
and CS5.1. There are two strands to this submission:- more flexible approach to comparison goods retail
(1) Whilst agreeing in principle that new comparison development, particularly in and adjoining the City
retail development should be within or on the edge of Centre, to help it regain some of its lost status, a
an existing centre, given the scale of comparison goods commitment to site assembly to facilitate development
floorspace anticipated, and the probability that each in favoured locations as fragmented land ownership
unit will be of a large size, to meet the requirements of may otherwise represent a major obstacle, and provide
multiple retailers, and further, that they will usually further guidelines for new retail developments
have a preference to be grouped together to create a elsewhere within the City, clarifying the centres
critical mass, there are in effect, only 3 centres appropriate for large scale development, and setting
identified in Policy CS5.1 which would be appropriate out criteria for new major retail development which
for such new development, namely the City Centre, cannot be accommodated within centres, possibly
Washington Galleries and Houghton. However the identifying preferred locations; (2) include a reference
table attached to Policy CS1.2 (c) setting out floorspace to site assembly where appropriate to facilitate small
requirements only indicates limited development for scale convenience goods development and require
comparison goods within the City Centre. That developers to demonstrate a local deficiency in
proposed at Houghton is for convenience floorspace, provision, or possibly the Plan could identify areas
with none proposed at The Galleries (although an perceived as having a local deficiency in convenience
extension is in fact currently proposed there). goods floorspace as priorities for new local
Consequently there is a large amount of 'uncommitted' convenience development as was done in the
potential comparison goods floorspace. For the Plan to supporting text of the adopted UDP policy.
be 'watertight' there needs to be greater direction than DMS5.1 - CPRE is concerned that the policy allows CPRE North East
at present, and the sequential test outlined in this significant ‘new retail development on the edge of
policy in its current form does not meet these needs designated centres’. Even this can cause the retail
adequately. There may be a need to adopt a more focus to migrate to the detriment of the established
flexible approach to retail development, particularly in retail centre (high street) as has been demonstrated in
and adjoining the City Centre, to help it regain some of several towns in Northumberland. We suggest new
its lost status, a commitment to site assembly to retail developments should be required to have
facilitate development in favoured locations as sustainable transport provisions eg provide for safe
fragmented land ownership may otherwise represent a parking of cycles, in line with para 17.1. DM5.4 - This
major obstacle, and perhaps further guidelines for new policy could usefully be linked to the Council’s
retail developments elsewhere within the City. (2) With implementation of ‘Right to Buy’ provision under the
regard to convenience goods floorspace it is again Localism Act. We note that the timescale for that
quite possible that, given the land requirements for provision is six months making the six weeks
even relatively small scale convenience developments, requirement in c) seem relatively meagre.
and the land use/ownership patterns in and adjacent DMS5.1 para 17.3 - need an explanation of 'impact Jane Hibberd, Head of
to many of the centres identified in Policy CS5.1, a assessment'. DM5.2 - inclusion of schools with regards Strategy and Policy,
commitment to land assembly on the part of the detrimental effect. DM5.4 c)i - 'Council's Community People and
Council may be required to ensure successful Officer' who is this - do we have one? li - '..Voluntary Neighbourhoods.
implementation of the policy. With regard to point (b) and Community..'
of the policy, it may be desirable to require a developer DMé6 DM6.4 and DM6.5 - Considered to be unsound as not Barratt and David

to demonstrate a local deficiency in provision, or even
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justified by economic viability evidence. Wilson Homes about how to ensure good pedestrian access through
DM6.4 and DM6.5 - The imposition of all the proposed House Builders housing developments whilst meeting the
policy obligations within the plan will place additional Federation requirements of the ‘design out crime’ initiative.
burdens upon development. The Council has not DM®6.2 - Copies of all such Statements or Plans should
identified the cumulative impacts of its proposed plan be held by the Council for integration with Local
policies and therefore the viability of these policies Transport Plans, Neighbourhood Plans, bus service
cannot be adequately assessed. The Council is quality contract planning etc and should be available to
therefore faced with a need to prioritise its policy the public on request. Sanctions should be applicable if
objectives; be they affordable housing or higher provisions of any such Travel Plan are not
standards of construction sustainability and implemented. DM6.3 - We fully support the provisions
regeneration. The evidence suggests development in here relating to sustainable transport and believe this
Sunderland cannot sustain both. is vital for the future way of considering planning
DM6.1-DM6.3 - We fully support the provisions here CPRE Durham applications. Merely providing eg cycling infrastructure
relating to sustainable transport and believe this is vital on site is relatively useless if it does not safely connect
for the future way of considering planning applications. with the cycling network.
Merely providing say cycling infrastructure on site is bm7 DM7.21 - How will the appropriate buffer zone around Durham Wildlife Trust

relatively useless if it does not safely connect with the
cycling network.

DMS6.1 - support. DM6.2 - support. Agency will assess
TAs and TSs supporting proposals for developments
which could have implications for the SRN. DM6.3 -
Agency will consider parking regs as part of its
assessment of TAs and TSs which could have
implications for the SRN.

Highways Agency

DM®6.4 - this is an additional financial burden - plan
needs a full viability test. If viability is affected, then
consideration should be given to removing the policy
or retaining at the expense of a regulatory burden
elsewhere in the plan. One option would be to
‘encourage’ developments to include electric vehicle
charging points, which would allow the appropriate
flexibility to ensure a sound policy.

Persimmon

I would like to see park and ride facilities introduced
into the plan, to reduce congestion and increase
parking facilities for the City Centre as part of a broad-
based drive to enhance its attractiveness as a shopping
destination. | make references to this elsewhere in my
submissions - see representation on Policy CS6.1.

John Tumman

DM6.1 and DM6.2 - support

Kathryn Brown

DMS6.1 - Viable bus routes rely on both a suitable road
layout and a critical mass of potential passengers
within an area, which implies relatively high housing
densities. Thought may be needed as to how this policy
relates to Policy DM4.7. Thought may also be needed

CPRE North East

a site be determined and shouldn't this be done before
settlement breaks and land allocation are reviewed to
prevent conflict between different documents and
policies? Is there to be a methodology adopted to
quantify fragmentation of corridors that might result
form a proposal and how any mitigation might in turn
enhance connectivity? Will measures to benefit
habitats and species be permitted to be delivered 'off
site' and at what scale will impacts on populations be
assessed - locally, city wide, regionally? DM7.21 and
7.22 - weakness of the planning system is failure to
deliver sufficient resources to maintain habitats
provided as mitigation. Without on-going management
the new habitats will not continue to deliver the
benefits for people and wildlife, even though the
development permitted has caused a permanent loss.
Will steps be taken to ensure that long term
management plans are adequately resourced?

Support for DM7.4 - accords with NPPF

Mono Consultants Ltd

DM?7.16 - The Co-operative Group considers that this
policy is not flexible and is not able to be monitored.
Policy DM7.16 states that development will not be
permitted where it would prejudice the aims of
maintaining the open character of Settlement Breaks.
However, should the need arise for development
within a Settlement Break during the plan period to
meet the development requirements of the City then
there is not sufficient flexibility within this policy to

Fairhurst for the Co-
operative Group
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allow developments in such circumstances. The Co-
operative Group are aware that the Draft Settlement
Break Review is out for consultation at the present
time, however, in the event that, for example, a
Location for Major Development or Strategic Site does
not come forward, there may be a need for
development within Settlement Breaks to deliver
the development requirements of the City. This policy
does not currently allow for this. DM7.18 - not
justified, not in accordance with national policy and not
the most appropriate strategy cf reasonable
alternatives. Para 1.13 of settlement break - The Co-
operative Group consider that although the policy
appears to be appropriate when considering new
development in the countryside, it is not
appropriate for considering development in the Green
Belt or Settlement Break. The purpose of the Green
Belt and development which is not inappropriate in the
Green Belt is set out in the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF). This does not include
development under ‘New Rural Development’,
‘Rural Diversification’, and ‘Conversions’ in Policy
DM7.18. Similarly, The Co-operative Group consider
that the level of control over development in a
Settlement Break should not be at the same level of
control over development in the Green Belt. ....there
needs to be some flexibility to allow development
within Settlement Breaks when the need arises
throughout the plan period.

DM?7.16 - policy does not propose new areas of
settlement break, but key diagram does (?), including
the client's site at Mill Hill. Promotes client's site for
housing and objects to new settlement breaks. DM7.23
- should be flexible to recognise circumstances where
there may be opportunities to improve accessibility
and recreation and nature conservation value as part
of a development proposal.

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Ltd

Natural England supports policy DM7.19 and
requirement within the supporting text that proposals
should have regard to the emerging Landscape
Character Assessment. DM7.20 - In accordance with
paragraph 118 of the NPPF, the Core Strategy should,
in addition to ancient woodland and trees in
Conservation areas, ensure that veteran trees are not

Natural England

be harmed, unless the need for, and benefits of, the
development in that location clearly outweigh the loss.
First sentence should be amended as follows:
“Development proposals within or adjacent to a
designated site will contribute to the site’s long term
positive conservation management as agreed in writing
with the City Council.” Whilst reference to a buffer
zone is welcomed, the extent of this zone will depend
on the interest features and the type and scale of
effects. Therefore the buffer distances will vary. As
required by NPPF DM7.21 should distinguish between
hierarchy of protection afforded international,
national, and local conservation sites. Policy refers to
greater protection for more significant assets, but
should explain how. Proposals likely to significantly
affect internationally protected nature conservation
sites will require an appropriate assessment to
determine whether the proposal will adversely affect
site integrity. Proposals which adversely affect a site
interest features should not be supported. Paragraph
118 of the NPPF, outlines the approach which must be
followed where developments affect Sites of Special
Scientific Interest. This should be mirrored within the
Core Strategy. At a local level policies should reflect the
Government’s mitigation hierarchy as set out in the
NPPF. The following sentence should replace the final
paragraph: “If significant harm to biodiversity cannot
be avoided (through locating on an alternative site with
less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a
last resort, compensated for, then planning permission
should be refused.” This will ensure that avoidance
measures are prioritised over compensation of lost
habitat. DM7.22 - support.

DM?7.2 - that ‘the council could alternatively insist on
higher targets, but this would/could threaten the
viability of schemes- without feasibility or viability
information the council are not in a position to request
standards above the nationally prescribed targets. An
alternative policy would be to request higher CSH/
BREEAM targets.” It is our view that without setting
targets at the higher levels then there is a strong
possibility that they will remain aspirational with
feasibility and viability always being put forward as a
barrier.

Gentoo
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DM?7.1 and DM7.2 - Considered to be unsound as not
justified by economic viability evidence.

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

DM?7.2 - The imposition of all the proposed policy
obligations within the plan will place additional
burdens upon development. The Council has not
identified the cumulative impacts of its proposed plan
policies and therefore the viability of these policies
cannot be adequately assessed. The Council is
therefore faced with a need to prioritise its policy
objectives; be they affordable housing or higher
standards of construction sustainability and
regeneration. The evidence suggests development in
Sunderland cannot sustain both. DM7.23 - The draft
policy is not justified by viability evidence or positively
prepared as it does not take account of existing
surpluses of open space. The Council should include
the implications of this study in a whole plan economic
viability assessment of the cumulative impact of plan
policies and obligations. Areas of surplus open space
should be identified and exempt from further
contributions.

House Builders
Federation

DM?7.15 - support for green belt policy but objects to
the inclusion of the client's land at Sulgrave - does not
meet the 5 tests.

England and Lyle for Mr
C Milner

DM?7.6 - University will continue to work with council
re St Peters Campus. DM7.23 - refer to comments

Signet Planning for the
University of

submitted previously re Greenspace Audit Report Sunderland

DM?7.1 - The Consortium are fully committed to Nathaniel Lichfield &
ensuring development at the site, adheres to BfL12 Ptnrs for the
principles is distinctive and creates a well-designed 'Consortium'

place thereby fulfilling the requirements of Policy
DM7.1 as currently drafted. DM7.16 - request that the
settlement break allocation is removed from the South
Sunderland LMD. DM7.22 - The Landscape Strategy
within the Vision Document confirms that Green
Infrastructure will be provided throughout the site and
particularly concentrated through the central part of
the site, along transport and pedestrian routes and
along the length of Burdon Lane which is proposed as a
cycle link. Views will also be retained across the
landscape.

DM?7.16 - Concerned that this policy is not flexible and
is not able to be monitored. The policy states that
development will not be permitted where it would

Fairhust for Durham
Estates

prejudice the aims of maintaining the open character
of Settlement Breaks. However, should the need arise
for development within a Settlement Break during the
plan period to meet the development requirements of
the City then there is not sufficient flexibility within this
policy to allow developments in such circumstances.
DM?7.18 - considered that this policy is not justified,
not in accordance with national policy and not the
most appropriate strategy when considered against the
reasonable alternatives. Although the policy appears to
be appropriate when considering new development in
the countryside, it is not appropriate for considering
development in the Green Belt or Settlement Break.
The level of control over development in a Settlement
Break should not be at the same level of control over
development in the Green Belt. There needs to be
some flexibility to allow development within
Settlement Breaks when the need arises throughout
the plan period.

DM7.2 - welcomes move towards zero carbon
development. We consider that Building Regulations
are the most effective measure in ensuring the
continued evolvement of sustainable design and
construction and will lead to a successful reduction
energy consumption and CO2 emissions.

Barton Wilmore for the
Church Commissioners

DM?7.5 - Our client welcomes the council's recognition
that proposals which have a positive impact on the
significance of city's heritage assets will be supported.
The site can be developed for housing whilst sensitively
sustaining and enhancing the SAMs and SSSI.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Developments
(#2)

DM?7.16 - welcomes review of settlement breaks.
Requests the removal of the client's site at
Newbottle/Sunniside from the settlement break as it is
deliverable for housing now.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Lord Lambton's VS

DM?7.18 - New Development in the Countryside
(including Green Belt and settlement break). Outdoor
sport and recreational development can be an
acceptable use within the countryside provided
ancillary facilities do not adversely its openness and
character. Sport England would wish to see the policy
amended to reflect this. DM7.23 Greenspace. Sport
England support this policy but would wish the Council
to have regard to two matters. Firstly para 74 of the
NPPF offers the same level of protection to sports and

Sport England
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recreational buildings as it does to playing field.
Because of the way the policies are structured in the
Plan significant protection appears to be offered to
playing field by the Greenspace policy, but there is not
an equivalent protection offered to sports and
recreational buildings. We note and to an extent
welcome the importance placed on Sport England’s
comments on developments that affect playing fields,
but advise that we have not seen this approach in
other Development Plans and are therefore unsure as
to how it might be received by a Planning Inspector.

p169 - Does not recognise that flooding is a significant
problem in the South Sunderland Growth Area, and
should recognise that flooding will impact on any
future development as well as current housing.

Barbara King

p160 - Agricultural Land — We welcome Sunderland
County Councils acknowledgement of the importance
of agricultural land and consideration given to Policy
DM7.17 p161 - Policy DM7.18 states “Development
proposals in the countryside will require special
justification for planning permission to be granted.
Proposals should be necessary for the efficient
operation of agriculture, horticulture, forestry and
other rural businesses. All development should be well
designed, in keeping and in scale with its location, and
sensitive to the character of the countryside and local
distinctiveness”. While important areas for
consideration, we have concern that such policies do
not put additional cost upon a project so that it
becomes uneconomical, and contrary to NPPF
guidance. In particular point b) i) — “the scale, nature,
design, materials and siting of the development is
compatible with the existing development; and in close
proximity to it” (New rural development) could have a
significantly impact upon modern farm buildings that
continue to raise animal welfare and environmental
standards requested by consumers. Although yet to be
formalised, we would welcome clarity as to the impact
that the section d) (Conversions) “The conversion,
adaptation and reuse of rural buildings” would have
upon the conversion of barns for residential use
without specific planning permission in a move put
forward by the Department for Communities and Local
Government. p164 — Policy DM7.20 states that “Where

National Farmers'
Union

on-site compensation cannot be provided, a financial
contribution of the full cost of appropriate
replacement and successful establishment will be
required.” Can details be given about who would be
the recipients of this fund, how it would be judged as
successful, and were available land would come from?
p165 - Policy DM7.21 also raises the issue of
biodiversity offsetting. Can details also be given about
who would be the recipients of any funds and were
available mitigating land would come from?

DM?7.2 - support. DM7.26 paras 19.82 - 18.87 - floods
can occur on any ground where rainfall exceeds all
drainage capacity, not just the natural capacity.
However, the policy in its current form is insufficient
and fails to adequately address all water related issues.
It should be made explicitly clear that the all sources
includes flooding from sewers to ensure developers
adequately address flooding from all sources. The
policy does not go far enough in ensuring that new
development does not result in an increase in surface
run-off. Developments should not seek to only
minimise run-off, it is NWL’s view that development
should not be permitted where there is any net
increase in surface run-off. Furthermore the policy fails
to provide for the separation of foul and surface water
drainage. It is considered such provisions are vital to
ensure the risks of flooding are not increased. A
suggested re-written policy is offered.

England and Lyle for
NWL

DM?7.5-DM7.14, DM7.17, DM7.18, DM7.20, DM7.22,
DM?7.23, DM7.25 - support. DM7.15 - support but note
previous comments re land at Nissan. DM7.16 -
support for settlement breaks but note previous
comments on review. SBs do of course provide more
than just a barrier to prevent the individual
settlements coalescing and the Wildlife Corridors
mentioned above are an important part of their
function. DM7.19 - support. We question whether the
NCAs by Natural England should also be considered
here. DM7.21 - Again we fully support this proposal
but believe that, where it is appropriate, alternative
sites must provide the same sort of habitat as that
which is to be lost. DM7.24 - While we support the
provisions of this proposal we suggest light pollution
also needs to be considered. Dark Skies is an important

CPRE Durham
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issue for CPRE. This we believe is more than “light
spillage” mentioned in Policy DM7.25. DM7.26 -
support. SUDS have wildlife benefits as well as
drainage ones. Maintenance is also important.

The Sunderland area has been subject to past coal
mining activity which will have left a legacy of potential
land instability and other public safety issues. The Coal
Authority therefore welcomes the inclusion of policy
DM?7.27, which requires new development proposals
to take account of and address land instability issues. It
is noted, however, that the supporting text for policy
DM7.27 focuses mainly on contamination issues and
does not make any specific reference to coal mining
legacy issues. In order to draw attention to these
issues, it is considered that additional supporting text
should be included within the final draft of the DPD.
The following text is suggested for this purpose:

“The Sunderland area has been subject to extensive
past coal mining activity. In some areas this activity
has left a legacy of potential land instability and other
public safety issues that could have an adverse impact
on new development proposals. The Coal Authority
has published Coal Mining Development Risk Plans,
which can be viewed online at www.coal.decc.gov.uk.
In defined Coal Mining Development High Risk Areas,
new development proposals will need to demonstrate
that coal mining legacy issues have been taken into
account and can be satisfactorily addressed. For non-
householder planning applications, this will require the
submission of a Coal Mining Risk Assessment.”

Reason —To draw attention to this important locally
distinctive issue and to fully satisfy the requirements of
paragraph 121 of the NPPF.

Coal Authority

DM?7.6 - discussions are on-going between South
Tyneside Council and Sunderland City Council in
relation to the continued future of the joint c(WHS bid
that would confirm its considered Outstanding
Universal Value, which may have implications for how
this issue is approached in subsequent versions of this
Local Plan document.

South Tyneside MBC

DM?7.1 - The issue of plan viability is again relevant,
specifically in relation to criteria j), as the financial

Persimmon

implications of meeting Lifetime Homes criteria are
significant. The NPPF sets out that development should
meet ‘nationally described standards’ (paragraph 95),
of which Lifetime Homes is not currently one. It
represents another financial burden on development.
In terms of construction techniques and the efficiency
of the construction process, this should be dealt with
through Building Regulations. DM7.16 - The settlement
break policy appears to be a fairly blunt tool which
potentially restricts development more than the NPPF
does in relation to Green Belt development. It needs to
be clarified how the settlement breaks will be defined
—i.e. are they the red areas included in the Settlement
Break Review, or will they be re-defined ahead of the
next iteration of the Core Strategy? (separate
comments made on settlement break review)

DM?7.26 - support for commitment to address water
related problems - Low Mount Farm has suffered from
flooding and run-off from the Campground site -
however, need to ensure that relevant planning
conditions are properly discharged to deliver policy.

Stephen Swinburn

DM?7.26 - This section should recognise the possibility
of flooding that occurs but is not recognised on the
SFRA. At the moment it only recognises flooding as
already recorded on the SFRA. Climate change will
exacerbate this. For example, the significant flooding
that occurs in the South Sunderland Growth Area is not
all recorded on the current SFRA but you have this area
earmarked for development.

Stephen Hopkirk

DM?7.1 - My concern is with the wording of sub-point
(b). Why should ALL development proposals,
irrespective of size or location or main use have to
create "sustainable mixed use developments" within
themselves, as implied by the present wording of the
policy? Whilst agreeing that uses which are compatible
or complementary should be in proximity to increase
the potential to minimise the need to travel, with
benefits to the individual's quality of life, as well as
minimising pollution and congestion to the benefit of
the wider community, the present wording seems a
"one size fits all" approach and does not offer flexibility
according to circumstances. It is therefore suggested
that after (b) the following wording is added "In larger
scale developments and where appropriate" before

John Tumman
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"maximise opportunities to create ....". DM7.11 This
policy refers, inter alia, to locally listed buildings.
However the text merely refers to the possibility of
such a list being considered at some indeterminate
future date. Although it says the Council will have
regard to the care of heritage assets, it is difficult to
see how in practice this will be achieved without some
agreed base. In considering an application in the
present circumstances discussion could go on
indefinitely as to whether a building constituted a
heritage asset in the terms of the policy. It is suggested
that if the policy is to be pursued in its' present form
the Council needs to commit to preparation of a local
list as soon as possible, ideally concurrent with the
preparation of this plan or acknowledge it may not be
able to save/protect other heritage assets than
statutory listed buildings and conservation areas etc.
DM7.18 - Looking at the criteria affecting decisions in
relation to new rural dwellings it appears that the
possibility of converting existing agricultural buildings
is not adequately spelled out. The criteria of the policy
instead refers to demonstrating that the functional
need for new dwellings cannot be fulfilled by another
existing dwelling on the site or any other existing
accommodation in the area which is suitable and
available. It seems this omission could lead to a
situation where conversions to residential use for sale
could be made in accordance with the criteria in sub-
section (d) whilst at the same time a separate case
could be made for a new agricultural dwelling under
sub-section (a). It is suggested this be remedied by
including in sub-section (a) a phrase in criterion (iv)
after "any other existing accommodation in the area
which is suitable and available for occupation by the
workers concerned" stating "including the conversion,
adaptation, and re-use of existing rural buildings" and
in sub-section (d) a new criterion "(iv) conversions to
residential use for sale will only be permitted if it can
be satisfactorily demonstrated there is no anticipated
future need for farm workers housing". Incidentally, at
the end of the policy there also seems to be some
confusion about the relationship of the second set of
three criterion with the first and also the intent behind
the first criterion (iii) of conversion.

DM7.20 - We are disappointed by this policy on trees

Woodland Trust

and woodland. Firstly, it does not recognise the unique
and irreplaceable nature of ancient woodland and
ancient/veteran trees. These habitats are of such age
and ecological complexity that once they have been
destroyed (for whatever reason), they cannot be
recreated. It is therefore essential in our view that they
be given as strong protection as possible. It may be
possible to mitigate or compensate for loss of
secondary woodland or younger trees but it is not
possible to do this for ancient woodland. Secondly, we
are disappointed that this policy talks only about
retention of existing trees and woods in areas subject
to development but says nothing about the
opportunities which development affords for new tree
planting and creation of new woods. Trees and woods
have been clearly shown to provide a range of social
economic and environmental benefits to local people:
for example shading, encouragement of healthy
exercise, improvement in air and water quality, flood
alleviation, creation of a feeling of well being, providing
timber for use as wood fuel ...and many others. For this
reason, we believe that everyone should have trees
and woodland close to their home. We understand
that the Woodland Trust's Access to Woodland
Standard has been referenced in the Council's
Greenspace study and it might be useful to make
mention of it in this policy. DM7.21 - With reference to
our previous comments on ancient woodland (under
the trees and woodland policy) we would like this
policy to state explicitly that development which will
adversely impact on ancient woodland and other
irreplaceable habitats will not be allowed. We believe
that the wording "will not be considered favourably..."
is too weak. You could state "will not be allowed
...other than in exceptional circumstances". DM7.22 -
We broadly support this policy but it would be better
to be more explicit about the types of green
infrastructure which might be created and to commit
to having a range of different types. For example, some
greenspace for playing fields and parks will be
necessary but also it is important to include natural
greenspace, trees and woodland. The Woodland Trust
has commissioned research which shows that
woodland is much cheaper to manage than intensively
mown grass and most other types of urban
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greenspace, as well as providing a range of other
benefits. As previously mentioned, we support use of
access standards, such as our own Access to Woodland
Standard and Natural England's Access to Natural
Greenspace Standard, in determining how much of
each type of greenspace is needed in particular areas

DM?7.1 - CPRE supports good quality design but would
emphasise that distinctiveness (e) in architecture does
not mean clashes with existing buildings. Also in e)
‘necessary’ is a curious word to associate with (public)
art, perhaps ‘appropriate’ would be a better word.
DM?7.2 - CPRE supports the general principle of this
policy. In a) — reference to climate change might be
better put “taking into account the likely effects of
climate change over the expected lifetime of the
building” Clause e) is welcome and should explicitly
refer to the impacts of run-off and sewage output on
the entire catchment downstream and sewerage
network respectively. DM7.3 - Policy to restrict
illuminated signage to businesses that necessarily
operate outside normal local retail hours may be useful
here. DM7.4 d) - Internal antennae would be even
better DM7.11 - This policy could usefully refer to
Neighbourhood Plans as a mechanism for identifying
assets of local heritage importance. DM7.13 -
Reference to the community ‘right to buy’ process
might be relevant here. DM7.16 - CPRE Co Durham has
commented on the review of the Settlement Breaks.
CPRE supports the general principle of these breaks
and support this policy, though we are not entirely
clear why a designation separate from Green Belt is
needed. As indicated in the response to the Review
consultation, an indication of the minimum permissible
width below which a settlement break becomes
ineffective and non-viable would be useful. We note
that Settlement Breaks do of course provide more than
just a barrier to prevent the individual settlements
coalescing and the Wildlife Corridors mentioned above
are an important part of their function. DM7.17 - We
support any Policy that minimises the loss of greenfield
sites to permanent development and agree that
assessing the quality of the land for agricultural
purposes is important. We note that the proportion of
high quality agricultural land is extremely low in the
North East, so the loss of any agricultural land of

CPRE North East

whatever is undesirable. DM7.18 - CPRE broadly
supports the principles behind this policy: New Rural
Dwellings: it should be possible to remove any
temporary dwelling and reinstate the land in its former
condition. If business circumstances mean that a
permanent building built under this policy ceases its
original function, new planning permission will be
required to change the use. New Rural Development:
special reference should be made to large scale agri-
industrial schemes which should be treated as a major
industrial development in the open countryside
Conversions d) i) ‘complement’ not ‘compliment’.
DM?7.19 - This is clearly at the heart of CPRE objectives
and we support any proposal to enhance or improve
the landscape, particularly in sensitive areas. Reference
to the Natural England National Character Areas would
be helpful, particularly given the importance ascribed
to the Durham Magnesian Limestone area. At a local
level, policy protecting townscapes and treescapes
would also be useful. DM7.20 - Again we fully support
proposals to protect these important landscape
features that are also important for wildlife. The
proposals will also help to address some of the issues
mentioned in the State of Nature Report. CPRE
nationally was also very involved in the introduction of
the Hedgerow Regulations, thus emphasising how
important this subject is to us. DM7.21 Again we fully
support this proposal but believe that, where it is
appropriate, alternative sites must provide the same
sort of habitat as that which is to be lost. The term
‘stepping stones’ in this context clearly has a specific
meeting which might need to be spelled out in a public
policy. Wildlife corridors are frequently associated with
watercourses, and policy should be clear on the
relative priorities of wildlife, flood alleviation, flood
defences, health & safety and culverting. DM7.23 -
CPRE fully support proposals to increase meaningful
greenspace and protect such areas from inappropriate
development. The assessment of “usefulness,
attractiveness, quality and accessibility” in clause a)
should ideally be by the users or potential users (and
local non-users) of any greenspace to be lost, not by
the developer. The Council’s allotments policy could
usefully be cited here. DM7.24 - CPRE supports this
policy but suggests that light pollution should also be
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considered. Dark Skies is an important issue for CPRE development. All proposals for waste developments
and the Tyne & Wear conurbation is currently the will be required to demonstrate how the development
brightest area of the UK outside London on night time will not unduly impact upon the water environment.
satellite images. Light pollution is far more serious than general support CPRE Durham
“light spillage” mentioned in Policy DM7.25. DM7.26 - DM9.1 - support further comment at allocations stage. | Highways Agency
Flooding: ideally flood risk assessments should also DM10 DM10.3 - The BGS guidance advises a criteria based Mineral Products
cover all off-site locations downstream of the proposed policy for development management purposes (para Association
development, including where appropriate capacity of 5.2.3). The current policy goes some way to achieving
culverted sections of watercourses accepting run-off. this but we are concerned about the wording of parts
There is evidence of flooding in the lower Ouseburn of it. For example, when would it not be appropriate
Valley being exacerbated by development in Newcastle for non-mineral development to demonstrate that it
Great Park several miles away. SuDS potentially benefit will not result in the sterilisation of minerals?
wildlife as well as flood alleviation and should be Furthermore, the policy omits some of the
supported. However they do need regular recommended considerations for policies of this type.
maintenance to be effective, and funded SuDS For example, that developers need to demonstrate
management schemes should be a standard planning that they have considered alternative sites that do not
condition. Reference to DEFRA Guidance on SuDS sterilise mineral (BGS para 7.0.4), whether the
construction and maintenance, and the new SuDS development can be designed to avoid sterilisation,
Advisory Boards would be helpful. whether mineral is likely to be sterilised directly or
DMS8 While we generally support this proposal, we draw CPRE Durham indirectly and how this should be managed, whether
attention to the issues that affect wind turbine noise the proposed development is temporary, and what
and ETSU R97, which permits different noise levels for information requirements will be imposed on non
this type of development from other industrial noise. mineral proposals in MSAs. Detailed rewording of
We are very concerned about night time noise, in policy is attached.
particular Amplitude Modulation, and its impact on We represent that DM10.1(h) should perhaps be CPRE Durham
residential amenity. While we have to accept this is worded to ensure that positive restoration proposals
subject to national criteria (of which we in CPRE are included which see the land restored to a higher
Durham are very critical) we represent this may need standard (both in landscape and biodiversity terms)
addressing in this Policy. than it was found. We also note the interpretation
While we generally support this proposal, we draw CPRE North East given to the “presumption against” coal extraction in
attention to the issues that affect wind turbine noise the recent case of UK Coal v Secretary of State for
and ETSU R97, which permits different noise levels for Communities and Local Government involving a site in
this type of development from other industrial noise. Durham which perhaps has unforeseen consequences.
We are very concerned about night time noise, in Otherwise we have no comment to these proposals.
particular Amplitude Modulation, and its impact on DM10.1 - support Highways Agency
residential amenity. While we have to accept this is The Coal Authority supports the proposed policy Coal Authority
subject to national criteria, we suggest this may need wording set out in Policies DM10.3 and DM10.4, which
addressing in this Policy. encourage the prior extraction of surface coal
DM9 In order to prevent against the potential risks to water England and Lyle for

quality from waste developments, it is considered that
the policy should be revised to include the following
paragraph:

h) There should be no direct or indirect impact upon
the City’s water resources as a result of the

NWL

resources where it is necessary for non-minerals
development to take place in the surface coal MSA.
Reason - These policy criteria ensure that the Core
Strategy & Development Management Policies DPD is
consistent with the guidance in paragraph 143 of the
NPPF.
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mineral safeguarding at Springwell is not sound. No Stephen Swinburn simplified to align with the NPPF, in particular Ptnrs for the
physical survey evidence of extent of any mineral paragraphs 203-206 and paragraph 173 relating to 'Consortium’
resource and takes no account of the existence of a viability. A suggested amended policy is included.
double medium pressure gas pipe running through the should be simplified to align with NPPF, in particular Nathaniel Lichfield for
land which TRANSCO advise that no working should paras 203-206 and 173. Suggests amended wording. Hellens Development
take place within 250m - this sterilises the mineral Ltd
resource - cost of diversion is prohibitive. Extraction should be simplified to align with NPPF, in particular Nathaniel Lichfield for
would cause disruption to operations of Low Mount paras 203-206 and 173. Suggests amended wording. Hellens Developments
Farm - already suffers from effects, noise, dust etc, (#2)
from Springwell Quarry. Suggested amendment - should be simplified to align with NPPF, in particular Nathaniel Lichfield for
delete all reference to mineral safeguarding at paras 203-206 and 173. Suggests amended wording. Lord Lambton's VS
Springwell. While we generally have no comment, we note the CPRE Durham
DM10.1 - The case for use of sustainable transport CPRE North East provisions regarding “viability” and suspect these will
would be stronger if clauses f) and g) highlighted rail as frequently arise. We represent they must be assessed
the preferred means of transport if at all possible, and vigorously.
also sea transport from local ports if appropriate. support Highways Agency
DM10.1(h) - should perhaps be worded to ensure that support Kathryn Brown
positive restoration proposals are included which see CPRE notes the provisions regarding “viability” and CPRE North East
the land restored to a higher standard (both in suspect these will frequently arise. We would argue
landscape and biodiversity terms) than it was found. that without the provision of the required
We also note the interpretation given to the infrastructure, a development would be non-viable in
“presumption against” coal extraction in the recent operational terms which should outweigh arguments
case of UK Coal v Secretary of State for Communities relating to commercial viability. If the cost of a
and Local Government involving a site in Durham development is prohibitive when all required
which perhaps has unforeseen consequences. DM10.2 infrastructure costs are included, then it is non-viable.
- Unless clause a) refers specifically to a very local need And in all cases, sustainability requirements should
or to types of coal not otherwise available, it is outweigh viability arguments.
effectively meaningless. There is generally a need for
coal somewhere! Clause b) would be a lot more
meaningful if criteria for environmental acceptability
were spelled out. DM10.3 - Policy may be needed to
avoid spurious planning applications being used to
trigger mineral extraction that would not otherwise be
permitted.
DM10.1 - object Kathryn Brown

DM11 should be simplified to align with NPPF, in particular Nathaniel Lichfield and

paras 203-206 and 173. NWL feel that in determining
the nature and scale of any planning obligation, the
costs of any requirements likely to be applied to the
development will ensure viability and will provide
competitive returns to a willing landowner and willing
developer, to enable the development to be
deliverable.

Ptnrs for NWL

The Consortium consider the policy should be

Nathaniel Lichfield &
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Other Comments

Introduction

P13 errata - 'marine maritime plans' should be 'marine
plans'. Support for ref to marine plans within Regional
Context. Need to make ref to Marine and Coastal
Access Act (2009), Marine Policy Statement, Marine
Plans and Marine Licensing, in order to ensure that all
relevant regulation is discussed. The MMO is also
responsible for issuing marine licences under the
Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009. A marine licence
may be needed for activities involving a deposit or
removal of a substance or object below the mean high
water springs mark or in any tidal river to the extent of
the tidal influence. Any works may also require
consideration under The Marine Works (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2007 (as amended)
and early consultation with the MMO is advised. We
would suggest that reference to this be made within
planning documents to ensure that necessary
regulatory requirements are covered. We would
encourage applicants to engage early with the MMO
alongside any application for planning consent to
ensure that the consenting process is as efficient as
possible.

Marine Management
Organisation

challenges and competition facing Sunderland in terms
of its poor standing as a place to live, house prices,
business start ups etc

P20 under Sustainable Communities this should
mention in Opportunities the increase in older persons
housing provision in the City by enabling delivery of the
extra care housing programme — which will support the
release of under occupied family homes across the
City.

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

P20 table - population stated as 'forecast to grow’,
however, this is a projection, not a forecast. Para 53 -
the red table does not acknowledge that there is still a
persistent outward migration from the city of
economically active people, despite it being recognised
in the SHMA 2013.

Stephen Hopkirk

P21 table - 'sufficient' and 'quality' need to be defined.
Strategic potential of greenspace for environmental,
social and economic purposes is underplayed.

Stephen Hopkirk

P26 In the Defining the city in Spatial Terms Section it
refers to ‘Gentoo’s significant regen programme in
South Sunderland — where is this as | am not aware of
any regen they are undertaking here other than the
extra care scheme in Doxford Park?

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

P13 para 36 - green space focuses too much on green
infrastructure and green corridors and underplays the
overall green place that Sunderland is, together with its
potential for attracting people into the city, supporting
green credentials, and satisfying health and social
needs.

Stephen Hopkirk

P26 Opportunities and Growth should mention
Housing 21’s regeneration in Ford by providing 175
unit extra care housing scheme.

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

P14 Fig 1 should also identify Northumbria Coast SPA
and Ramsar site within same location as SAC. Should
also show same designations at Seaburn/S Tyneside.
Cross boundary issues should be explored further with
neighbouring LPAs.

Natural England

P26 para 64 - role of green attractive places to
encourage inward migration is underplayed. paragraph
needs a caveat in the third bullet about major
development sites “subject to real market led demand”
to be sustainable.

Stephen Hopkirk

P16 Paragraph 42 —This paragraph is unclear, it gives
the impression that the population data is based on
forecast when reading further into the document it is
clear the data is based on projection.

Barbara King

P27 This refers to ‘Gentoo regeneration programme
providing more homes in area’ —where? This should
refer to Housing 21 developing extra care housing in
two locations in North Sunderland to accommodate
older households.

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

P16 para 42 - ONS population projections - must be
careful to recognise these are projections not forecasts
- can make a big difference. Para 44 - “In the last 10
years the city has attracted more jobs through inward
investment than any other location in the North East” -
need to be clear if this is a net gain. Need to highlight

Stephen Hopkirk

P27 para 67 - as p26. The paragraph needs to recognise
explicitly the need for market led demand to justify
building on these green field sites. Building when there
is insufficient demand to meet the new supply is not
economically, environmentally or socially sustainable.
need to attract more people into the city which will
increase demand. para 71 misses the opportunities

Stephen Hopkirk
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green space offers for economic development other
than building, and the social and health benefits it
brings too.

P30 Coalfield also mentions Gentoo’s regeneration
programme? Again, where is this? The Council are
undertaking housing market renewal in this area and
Gentoo have sold some of their land to private
developers for house building — but not aware of
Gentoo actually undertaking any regen work
themselves

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

P31 What Sunderland will look like by 20327? - Should
include a para in here around the significant ageing
population in Sunderland as this is the high % of our
population — this seems to be missed throughout the
document. In a positive way it should mention
significant investment and delivery in older persons
housing solutions across the city to meet needs; equity
and aspirations. Communities and neighbourhoods to
be better planned to acknowledge and provide Age
Friendly and Dementia Friendly Communities.

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

central locations in close proximity to the University.'
Could include site specific allocations given time scale
to adoption to incorporate Univs masterplan. South
Sunderland - suggest inclusion of following key issue
and constraint bullet point -'An over-concentration of
unplanned HMOs within certain wards within the sub-
area leading to a mismatch of housing provision.'
growth and opportunities bullet point - 'The reduction
of HMOs to release properties back into the general
housing market and reduce over-concentration of
student population.' North Sunderland - broad support.
Spatial Visions and Objectives - support.

P33 4. Housing - This should also include next to
affordable and executive homes “older persons
housing solutions’ The para should be ended with “ to
meet the needs of all households choosing to live in
the City” — this needs to be updated throughout the
document where this statement is used

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

para 83 - one of key issues and constraints of Coalfield
area is stated as ‘poor housing choice and environment
contributing to out-migration’. Suggests that the
release of suitable, deliverable sites in Settlement
Breaks should be identified under ‘opportunities and
growth’ for the Coalfield area, for instance the client's
land to the rear of the Beehive PH in Newbottle.
Shouldn't rely too much on Gentoo as there are also
significant opportunities from private developers

Fairhust for Durham
Estates

P34 7 Neighbourhoods and Communities - Need to
include wording in here which outlines the provision of
Age Friendly and Dementia Friendly communities

Anne Prentice Strategic
Development Lead -
Accommodation Health
Housing and Adult
Services

para 93 - support. Comments then proceed to
demonstrate how the Philadelphia workshop
application will assist in achieving objectives of spatial
development and growth, economic development,
housing, neighbourhoods and communities, and design
and heritage.

Nathaniel Litchfield &
Ptnrs for Esh
Developments

P34 Section 1.0 - general support for the council's
approach and the focus on the importance of the role
of the University. Hv, considered that one of the
planning challenges that needs to be reflected in
relation to sustainable communities is the need to have
a more planned approach to the provision of student
accommodation, located in appropriate locations and
of a high quality. Suggest the inclusion of the following
challenge point within the table at para 53 -
'uncontrolled, speculative student accommodation and
HMO provision.' Central area - suggests inclusion of
following opportunity and growth bullet point -
'Positive planned approach to student accommodation
provision supported by an identified need and in

Signet Planning for the
University of
Sunderland

para 92 - support for overall spatial vision for the city,
and the identification of South Sunderland as being the
main focus for new house building in the city and to
introduce a mix of housing including higher value
executive homes.

Barton Wilmore for the
Church Commissioners

P34 welcomes overall vision and focus of new housing
in south Sunderland, hv spatial objective 4 should be
strengthened to make clear that housing requirement
is not a ceiling. Suggested amendment to para 1,4 -
replace 'provide enough land to meet the city's housing
requirement' with 'significantly boost housing land
supply and meet the full objectively assessed needs for
market and affordable housing.'

Signet Planning for
Partner Construction
Ltd

Para 42 - Population forecast is reliant upon ONS which
is infamously inaccurate. Para 48 - To be sustainable,
new housing should have minimum internal and
external space standards. Para 86 - three greenfield
sites have been approved for housing over brownfield

Kay Rowham
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sites, contrary to the CS aims. Should be a moratorium
on all development in the Coalfield until the situ is
reviewed democratically.

Housing

My query is that following the publication of The
National Planning Policy Framework last March
councils are obliged to identify the scale of demand for
Self Build Sites in there area and do something about
freeing up sites, are there proposals for self build plots
within these developments?

Kevin Walker

correspond to the City boundaries. With planned
upgrades to key transport corridors, particularly
upgrades around the A19, plus the increased traffic
flow from the Tyne Tunnel crossing, this is likely to
become a more prominent issue for the City in terms
of attracting and retaining residents.

sets out the case for development of the client's land
within the green belt for housing

England and Lyle for Mr
C Miler

An alternative to demolition of older residential
properties and rebuilding should be considered -
refurbishment of existing properties with financial
incentives for individuals to take it on. Also should be
more employment opportunities in Southwick with
improved transport links.

Lawrence Barnaby

NWL request the site at Fulwell reservoir be re-
allocated for housing within the forthcoming
Allocations DPD

Nathaniel Lichfield and
Ptnrs for NWL

Welcomes review of green belt and promotes the
client's site at Teal Farm for housing development.

Nathaniel Lichfield for
Hellens Development
Ltd

Gladman note that at present there is no specific policy
in the Revised Preferred Options document that
underlines the presumption in favour of sustainable
development as outlined in the Framework, and the
only reference to it is in setting the national planning
context on page 12 of the consultation document.
Inspectors at Local Plan examinations in Bournemouth,
Eastbourne, and Selby have required modifications to
the plan to ensure that a specific policy is included in
the plan that sets a presumption in favour of
sustainable development in order to be found sound.
Indeed the requirement to provide outline the
presumption of sustainable development in policy
making is set in §151 of the Framework. This
shortcoming can easily be remedied with consideration
of §14 of the Framework and the inclusion of this
policy.

Gladman
Developments

Proposes a site described as at Silksworth Lane
(actually adj Burdon Lane) for housing development, in
conjunction with South Sunderland LMD

Kevin Dobson

support for CS overall, but wish to see further clarity on
how the CS will integrate with the North East
Combined Authority and in particular how it will
interface with the economic growth elements. Stresses
importance of economic growth and how it forms a key
thread throughout the CS polices. When considering
overall numbers of new dwellings required, also need
to considered type and mix. Mismatch between CS
timeframe 2032 and Sunderland Strategy 2025.
Cognisance is needed however of the commuter
patterns of workers who may aspire to higher paid
professional and technical jobs and that live/work
patterns in particular, do not therefore necessarily

Gentoo

Full Economic Viability Assessment needs to be
undertaken on the plan as a whole to ensure that
schemes are not rendered unviable. Para 39 - 5 aims -
lack of reference to housing, which is considered to be
critical in meeting these aims. Spatial Vision needs an
acknowledgement that there needs to be a
significantly increased number of homes in Sunderland.
Spatial objective 1 - development on PDL should be
'encouraged' as opposed to preferential. Spatial
objective 4 - to ensure that the objective is met
successfully there should be a reflection and
recognition that the delivery of housing is the key.
Whilst providing enough land is important, the Core
Strategy needs to assist and aid the physical delivery of
housing through its policies — as without this the Core
Strategy cannot be implemented successfully.

Persimmon

Questions the process by which the housing target of
15,000 was arrived at and is unhappy about the
availability of information and evidence to support it.
Considers that the plan is not founded on a robust and
credible base due to the uncertainties and assumptions
around the housing figures - needs to be flexible and
take into account demand as well as supply. To be
deliverable need to attract more people to area to
create demand. To be flexible need to facilitate
development at rate of demand. Monitoring requires
up to date info about real market led demand.

Stephen Hopkirk

Monitoring demand - the comments explain the

Stephen Hopkirk
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process of using housing market information using
Statistical Process Control charts to take into account
real demand and provide sustainable development in a
way that is defensible.

been in contact with the ONS who have advised that
the margins of error are high and as such this level of
error should be reflected in the calculations.

concern about lack of evidence that there is 'no
reasonable alternative'. Concern about lack of local
control and weakness in ability to enforce
requirements eg affordable housing. Discusses issues
around affordable housing target and actual delivery -
doesn't provide enough, and impact of 'bedroom tax' -
requirement for smaller affordable homes is not being
met nor recognised. Basis for housing target - growth
in population and reduction in housing size - is
unsound - more likely to be stable or declining
population. Need to create jobs and prosperity to
attract people. Too much emphasis on provision of
family and exec housing for sale - won't necessarily
stop migration or attract higher earners - Sunderland is
in competition with other areas. Private sector housing
provision will be profit driven - can't rely on this to
satisfy CS aims. Insufficient affordable homes being
built. Discusses affordability of average new home
compared to income and concludes that need to create
30,000 new secure full time well paid jobs. To justify
house building in Sunderland the precondition must be
the creation of jobs.

Robert Scott

Why do we need 15,000 home built over 20 years- is
this properly justified?

Comment received at
staffed library events

Concerned that the 15,000 target is the same target as
in the UDP

Comment received at
staffed library events

Housing — one customer questioned how we arrive at
the housing numbers split by areas if we don’t have
allocated sites. How do we know how many are to be
built if we don’t know where there will be going?
Explained Future Housing Numbers Paper looks at stats
such as population predictions etc to establish demand
and where the demand will be, then can look at
potential sites to accommodate the demand with
contingency for flexibility. Had similar comments for
retail development.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Will the new plan take into consideration care home
availability — big issue with Bedroom Tax and under-
occupancy

Comment received at
staffed library events

Why isn’t the housing emphasis on Hetton Downs?

Comment received at
staffed library events

Problems with Gentoo housing allocations- example of
a carer being housed 6 miles away from the father he
cared for.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Why is there so much development proposed on
Greenfield, and why here? Why are brownfield sites
not the priority? What other sites have been
considered before deciding upon the South Sunderland
Growth Area? Council claim that it is a ‘green’ city- but
are proposing to develop on large areas of ‘greenfield’.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Deprived areas need social housing, not executive. 30
social homes at North Road out of 300 is not enough

Comment received at
staffed library events

Seaburn Masterplan- why are they planning to build on
greenspace?

Comment received at
staffed library events

Grave concerns regarding the scale of development in
and around the Hetton Bogs area.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Has the council considered demolishing properties and
re-building on the sites i.e what Gentoo are doing?
Instead of building on Greenfield sites.

Comment received at
staffed library events

What about the north end of Sunderland- what are
they getting?

Comment received at
staffed library events

Why have we never consulted on the SHLAA with local
residents but consult with developers and landowners?

Comment received at
staffed library events

How will social housing actually be delivered? Gentoo
intentions to demolish 4000 homes and build 3000 (a
mix of social and private sale)- therefore a loss of social
housing available. Council attempting to deliver 10%
of social housing in private schemes, so not really
delivering much at all.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Where are all these ‘execs’ coming from? Where is the
evidence for this?

Comment received at
staffed library events

The Bedroom Tax is affecting approximately 4,500
people in the Sunderland area.

Comment received at
staffed library events

New homes won’t be affordable to Sunderland people.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Are the population projections robust? ONS data used
as the basis for the calculations but Mr Hopkirk has

Comment received at
staffed library events

e Concern over increasing number of HIMO's in North
Sunderland; taking down the image of the area

* Need for more social housing in the City: concerns
that developers are not adhering to policy

¢ Need for controls on “garden grabbing”

* The use of the Bonnersfield site for housing would

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (North)
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not be the best use of the site

City Centre

Bridges needs extending, Sunderland needs Miss J Reed
environmental improvements, including shopfronts

and tackling litter and dog fouling.

Raises various questions about the central area relating | J Lloyd

to; numbers and locations of proposed housing,
parking provision for residents and retail, proposed
and vacant retail units, phasing of developments and
contributions, extent of university use.

City Centre- Concerns expressed by couple of
customers about Fawcett Street, in terms of the
traffic/bus routes (one long bus terminus) and
dereliction of retail element. How would new retail
development impact upon this area? What impact
would commercial decisions have on city, eg cited was
that Tesco have announced they have too much retail
space — what would happen if they pulled out of the
new one just built?

Comment received at
staffed library events

City Centre should be the priority for the council, not
building new homes on Greenfield sites. People from
outside of Sunderland will not want to move to
Sunderland, with the city centre as it is.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Concerns over lack of city centre car parking when new
development takes place. The right number of spaces
need to be located in the right places. Resident of
Mowbray Apartments was allocated parking space in
Tavistock Car park, that has now gone, so space re-
allocated at Sunniside Multi-Storey, concerns over
distance to this, particularly as grow older and possible
reduced mobility.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Crowtree leisure centre — customer asked what was
happening with the leisure centre and expressed
interest in it being reopened with ice rink. Customer
commented that there would be no leisure centre
within the city centre. Stadium Village is too far away
and inaccessible, also have to make a special journey
not part of the town centre trip. Also no sauna facilities
anywhere.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Vaux — a few customers enquired about the Vaux site
and Farringdon Row — concerned about the lack of
progress over the years. Also concerns about
introducing new retail (and office) development when
the city centre has so many vacant properties.

Comment received at
staffed library events

City Centre — customer expressed concern about the
number of parking spaces and the lack of directions to
the car parks on driving into the city. Also commented
on the removal of the Tavistock car park to build the
Software Centre (plus apparent lack of interest in
Software Centre) which was supposed to provide
parking for apartment development. What would
prevent same thing happening again? How will we
ensure that developers provide adequate car parking in
city centre or how can we ensure alternative, such as
bus routes, will remain in place?

Comment received at
staffed library events

Washington
Centre

CS is not sound as it is not fully prepared, it does not
present clearly the most appropriate strategy, it does
not include policies to maximise its prospect of being
effective, it is wholly inconsistent with national policy.
In all these regards, the concern relates to the minimal
inclusion within the document, and particularly in
specific mentions, of Washington town centre. The
town centre is accepted as one of the major centres on
the retail hierarchy, but in none of the relevant
elements of the document are the need to and
opportunities for enhancement of the town centre
emphasised: this runs contrary to the approach both
for Sunderland city centre and other centres within the
district. The changes that we believe are necessary to
remedy the shortcomings are: To include in the Vision
for Sunderland a clear statement that Washington
town centre will have been supported and renewed
through public and private sector investment and
interventions to maintain the role of the centre in the
shopping hierarchy and provide much improved and
sustainable facilities for those who rely on it: In
Paragraph 1.12 and 1.13, an additional paragraph,
reference should be made to the town centre. This
might include a statement along the following lines:
"Washington is benefitting from both private and
public investment which are renewing the town centre
and regenerating the facilities available to the local
community. There are additional opportunities so to do
within the town centre as defined and these will be
supported to ensure a sustainable pattern of provision
of facilities and to provide wider diversity of
employment opportunities." (plus other
recommendations under specific polices)

Colliers International
for M&G Real Estate

Green
Infrastructure

Council needs to have referred to an up to date playing
pitch strategy and an up to date built sports facilities
strategy for the local plan to be sound, in accordance
with the NPPF. There is no built sports facility strategy

Sport England
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B187and the playing pitch strategy is underway. These
are needed to inform the progression of the CS and
DM policies.

Cross
Boundary
Issues

general support but requests commitments to regular
one- to- one meetings to identify and discuss relevant
cross boundary issues.

Durham County Council

Request to be involved in population and household
projections as part of duty to co-operate. Gateshead,
South Tyneside and Sunderland need to work together
to consider strategic infrastructure requirements of
NAMP. Need to take into account Gateshead's
employment land review to see if any land
requirements could be met by Gateshead's
employment land portfolio. Impact of north of Nissan
site on transport movements around, eg, White Mare
Pool and Testo's need to be taken into account as part
of cross boundary working.

Gateshead MBC

recognition of duty to cooperate and emerging City
Deal and Combined Authorities proposals in para 36 -
noted. Para 36 - acknowledgement of potential to
extend north of Nissan strategic site into South
Tyneside - noted and concur. Fig 1 map of cross
boundary issues supported. However, it is recognised
that discussions are currently on-going between the
two authorities in relation to the continued future
potential of the Wearmouth-Jarrow candidate World
Heritage Site bid, following its withdrawal in Summer
2012 prior to any formal decision from UNESCO.

South Tyneside MBC

increased population in order to prevent such waste
materials making their way into the coastal waters.

Policies within the CS on water do not fully cover the
implementation of SUDS. Rather than requiring they be
implemented into new development 'where feasible' it
should include that SUDS be implemented at the initial
stages of all new development with full
implementation at completion. If there can be no
implementation of SUDS development should be
refused. It would be fully justifiable that a council
officer in the planning dept had sufficient
knowledge/qualifications on the subject of SUDS when
new applications for development are submitted.
Without someone with this expertise the council
cannot simply accept designs/plans from developers as
being suitable, especially in light of climate change
trends and current flooding issues. Throughout the CS
it continually states 'there is no reasonable alternative'
- why? can this be proven?

Pat Robson

* Need to make more use of the river

Comments received
from Members briefing
sessions (North)

Environment

Climate change is a political myth. The only risk to
flooding in the coalfields area is from excessive
housebuilding. Wind turbines are inefficient and not
cost effective.

Kay Rowham

Specifically of concern to Seaham Town Council is the
protection of the green belt land which separates
Seaham from Ryhope to the north. The Town Council
wish for this tract of land to be maintained in order to
ensure the communities do not merge and that there is
no adverse effect upon the Durham Heritage Coast.
Seaham Town Council are also extremely concerned
about coastal pollution and given the current impact of
pollution from the north affecting the beaches and
coastline of Seaham, the Town Council would strongly
urge that appropriate control and processing measures
are mandatory within the plan to correctly deal with
the additional levels of waste materials produced by an

Seaham Town Council

Connectivity

welcomes emphasis on sustainable travel and role of
public transport. Brownfield first approach is
welcomed as this is where the public transport
infrastructure is. Need for improved public transport
north of Nissan is noted. Nexus is keen to work with
the Council to make necessary improvements for all
LMDs. Support for city centre, Washington, Seafront,
Houghton etc welcomed as it will help safeguard public
transport networks.

Nexus

intro para 7 - no social inclusion strategy but other
people focused strategies, eg culture, health and
wellbeing, strengthening families, skills, economic m. p.
community resilience. Para 53 table a) point about
educational attainment is improving but is below
national average - needs checking. Para 93 3) ec dev -
need to include ref to 'entrepreneurial activity/ micro
businesses'. Glossary - 'Partners' - 'A range of public,
private and voluntary and community sector
organisations..."' 'Travelling Showpeople' - typo.

Jane Hibberd, Head of
Strategy and Policy,
People and
Neighbourhoods.

Objects to the proposed SSTC and the new Wear
crossing. The proposed redevelopment of the Vaux site
and the Groves cranes site, including housing, is not
the best use of the land and will not promote long term

Ron McQuillan
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employment opportunities. Alternative locations would
be more appropriate to bridge the Wear. The objection
includes voluminous evidence and previous objections
to the proposals and the costs this has incurred.

Enquiry regarding the traffic situation along
Washington Road if the Nissan strategic site were to go
ahead. Already a busy road with problems crossing to
bus stops.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Enquiry about the groves site, no major concerns just
ensure transport links are provided from groves to
other areas.

Comment received at
staffed library events

inspectors have noted that compliance with the duty
goes beyond just consultation. Suggests that the
housing requirement needs to take into account more
the cross boundary housing market - more evidence is
needed here. Suggests spatial objective 4 of the Vision
statement should refer to the need to provide
sufficient housing to assist the Council in achieving its
economic aspirations and meeting the full objectively
assessed needs for both market and affordable
housing.

Concerns over parking on Liberty Way/Dame Dorothy
Street and lack of bus service to Liberty Way, as older
persons accommodation down Liberty Way not being
served by bus service.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Disappointed that the new bridge scheme has been
shelved. Pleased to see Groves Development
Framework acknowledged within CS. Welcomes
support for dev of Groves site, Chapelgarth, Cherry
Knowle and South Ryhope.

David Lock Assocs for
O&H Properties Ltd

General

Raises a number of legal and trademark issues. Makes
suggestions for developments that would boost/reflect
the area's natural and historic heritage.

Mark Holland

Welcomes continued work on strategic cross boundary
issues through duty to cooperate. Interested in model
used to calculate city's housing requirement. Support
for hierarchy of retail centres, but considers that the
Retail Needs Assessment needs updating. Housing -
different market to Newcastle.

Newcastle City Council

support for definition of 'executive dwelling'. Paras 79-
83 - Support for North of Nissan Strategic Employment
site. Notes that Washington is identified as having
potential as a location for executive housing but has
various constraints. Proposes two sites in the client's
ownership at nearby Offerton as potential exec
housing sites. Paras 83-91 - support for exec housing
and affordable housing in the Coalfield area. Proposes
the sites at Offerton again for exec housing.

Ward Hadaway for Mr
R Delaney

Suggests a site within Green Belt for development.
Suggests CS policies and DM policies should be
combined to avoid repetition. Suggests a Green Belt
assessment should be undertaken. Questions whether
a holistic viability assessment has been undertaken
which considers all aspects of the plan. Unclear how
the CS and the SHMA intends to address cross
boundary element to housing market. Suggests more
than one SHMA, eg for 5 sub areas. Suggests spatial
objective 4 of the Vision statement should refer to the
need to provide sufficient housing to assist the council
in meeting its objectively assessed need and economic
aspirations.

Barratt and David
Wilson Homes

not considered sound - Data that was requested with
regard to reaching the target of 15,000 new houses
over twenty years was initially withheld. Not
considered to be founded on a credible base - as it is
based on long term projection and assumptions rather
than real demand. Deliverable — Yes If the council can
attract people into the area first, then, build housing
based on real demand not unreliable targets. Flexible —
NO as it is not realistic and based on real housing
market demand. Able to be monitored — Yes If based
on ‘real’ demand not assumptions.

Barbara King

Need to be clear about the plan period early in the
document. Need to combine CS and DM policies to
avoid repetition. Need to include a green belt review,
further work on the assessment of an objectively
assessed need for housing and cumulative economic
viability assessment of all plan policies and obligations.
Document doesn't specify outcome of discussions with
other LAs under the duty to cooperate. In recent cases

Home Builders
Federation

general support.

Tyne and Wear
Specialist Conservation
Team

General support, in particular for 1) The preference to
using brownfield first over greenfield 2) An apparent
acceptance of “plan, monitor and manage” in say
housing numbers as opposed to “predict and provide”
3) An emphasis on low carbon economic development
in Washington. CPRE Durham is very concerned about
the apparent current over-reliance on say wind power,

CPRE Durham
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especially when one considers its impact on the
landscape, but if this proposal leads to developments
in new, more reliable forms of low carbon technology it
can only be welcome.

parking for the production of the Leaf.

Suggests considering changing the name to
'Sunderland by the Sea' to promote the coastal
location and assets

Nicholas Charlton

Requests more facilities for children and youths in the
Ryhope area. Suggests the reuse of vacant buildings
including public houses and the old picture house.

Anon, Ryhope

Made the point that Sunderland does not have any
recognisable landmarks or viewpoints cf Gateshead —
Sage, Newcastle — Bridges, Middlesborough —
Transporter Bridge etc. View of Stadium of Light from
Southwick Road now obscured by aquatic centre.
Expressed wish that the new cinema would reflect style
of Galleries by use of similar materials.

Comment received at
staffed library events

CS is not sufficiently robust to be able to resist
developers' proposals contrary to local opposition, to
the detriment of the environment, wildlife and local
character. Flooding is also an issue which does not
seem to be fully addressed. Also opposed to Houghton
and Hetton being referred to as 'South Sunderland'.

Sheila Ellis

General concern about need for regeneration of
Houghton town centre - possibility of supermarket on
colliery site affecting local trade, too many hot food
takeaways, connectivity issues of each end of the town,
conditions for pedestrians, facilities to attract
visitors/tourists, for eg.

Comment received at
staffed library events

General support

Nissan

Supportive of Objective 1 and objective 5

Highways Agency

Food production should be a priority for the council in
line with the sustainability agenda, not constant new
development. Future development should not hamper
food production. Why does food production or the
loss of land for food production not feature in the
Sustainability Appraisal?

Comment received at
staffed library events

The requirement for 10% affordable housing is proving
to be difficult to enforce when set against the
resources of developers who seem to be able to
demonstrate a viability argument without an
equivalent level of expertise/resource form the council
to counter or challenge their claims. We need to stand
firmer in seeking to secure the 10% requirement.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

The future of Pallion industrial estate is an issue. It is a
prime site close to the A19 and should be attractive to
industry.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

Sea Road shops is in poor quality (conditions of the
buildings, rather than retail offer) with numerous
empty shops.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Do we have a site for gypsies and travellers?

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

Land north of Nissan site enquiry, no concerns and
agreed with the plans for employment.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Seafront concerns, the beach not getting cleaned,
money wasted on installations of ‘pods’ at Roker, no
consultation on this decision. Request to get involved
in decisions the Council makes.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Seafront — couple of customers expressed concern
about the value of the pods, which are difficult to
access by disabled. One person commented that the
seafront provisions do not include play areas for
children.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Overall housing numbers— mixed response —
Wondering why we were proposing so many houses
when in the past we haven’t achieved that sort of build
rate. At the same time it was spelt out that
Government expected us to enable development and
regeneration, and that we also need to compete
against the other T&W authorities or face further
economic difficulty

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

If we build 15,000 homes, where will the extra jobs
come from?

Comment received at
staffed library events

ClIrs did not put any specific view forward regarding
the indicative focus of housing development in
“South”. It was commented that the Council had little
control on where exactly development would come
forward, therefore area allocations were aspirational.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

Jobs are needed for young people in the Washington
area.

Comment received at
staffed library events

One enquiry regarding the Nissan strategic site —
concerned about the traffic through Town End Farm,
noise etc. Heard that the site would be used for car

Comment received at
staffed library events

Social housing — ClIrs stated that the high rise flats at
Lakeside Village was a success story, primarily because
they are so well managed, and that residents want to
turn it into a retirement village.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

Officers explained that the hierarchy of centres put the

Comments received
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centres in the west in the lowest category (Local
Centre). ClIrs questioned whether Doxford Park should
be classed as a District Centre ahead of Pallion,
Pennywell and Silksworth, and suggested that Chester
Road was bigger than Sea Road

from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

There was a general proposal that the Green Belt
boundary needed to be fit for purpose and not have
unnecessary twists and turns.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (West)

Land use review needs to take account of the condition
of land, for example, to take opportunities to address
problems of reallocating inappropriately designated
green belt land. Land that is quality green belt should
be protected from development.

There seems to be a lot of student housing with still
more applications for planning permission coming
forward. There are also incentives to convert
properties back into family homes that don’t appear to
be taken up. This leads to many empty properties?
How do we address this?

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (East)

Do we have a definition of a ‘student’ — there seems to
be no restriction to change student accommodation to
HMOs/hostels, which is having an impact on
established residential areas. The problem needs
tackling immediately.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (East)

How does the CS relate to SPDs such as that relating to
Sunniside?

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (East)

How are we addressing the issue of gypsies and
travellers?

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (East)

When considering the south Ryhope site, has the
potential for a Metro extension been taken into
account? What about the railway station and P&R as
outlined in the UDP?

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (East)

On the question of the viability of (housing)
developments, it was felt that the developers should
be responsible for carrying out their obligations, eg
affordable housing provision, and mitigating the
impacts of their developments, eg preventing an
increase in the risk of flooding elsewhere, by adjusting
their profit margins accordingly, rather than the council
adjusting the requirements. The council needs the
resources and expertise to verify or challenge their
viability assessments.

Similarly, it was felt that the developers have the
advantage over the council in terms of expertise and
resources to provide evidence and address issues such
as flooding.

However, it was also recognised that there needs to be
a degree of flexibility to the obligations. Eg, play
equipment needs to be provided appropriately in the
right places, rather than many small individual areas.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

It was questioned how many pitches would need to be
provided for gypsies and travellers?

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

How does the healthy cities objective fit in with the
development proposals, eg encouraging walking and
cycling?

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (East)

There was concern over achieving the right amount of
housing for the Coalfield area taking into account; its
historic role of focusing more on providing industrial
land rather than housing, reflecting local desires,
recent developments achieving an under provision of
affordable housing, and the impact of large housing
numbers upon aspects such as school places.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

Concern was expressed that planning permission is
being granted for speculative developments on
employment sites that cover a whole range of uses,
some of which are not considered to be necessarily
appropriate to the estate. It would appear that some
operations are not complying with conditions or
legislative requirements which the council is struggling
to enforce against through lack of resources.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

It was questioned why we need to consider greenfield
sites if we have sufficient brownfield land, and why
sites are included in the SHLAA when they are, for
instance, in the settlement break; developers use the
document as a kind of allocations plan and see it as a
green light to development.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

The CS reiterates the overall desire for the Coalfield
regeneration route but does not specify a particular
route. Through discussion, there appeared to be some
confusion about the form and location of the route. It
was felt that this policy needs to be revisited with a
view to reconsidering the options. It would appear that
Durham CC have progressed the matter and secured
funding. It was felt that the council needs to ‘catch up’

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)
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with their progress.

It was felt that the difference between ‘greenfield’
sites and ‘Green belt’ needs to be clarified in order to
avoid confusion. Similarly, ‘white’ land, which is
inherently ‘green’ will be clarified and identified within
the Allocations Plan.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

these issues thoroughly to check or counter the claims.

It was felt that existing industrial estates were being
undermined by the desire to profit from housing
development, resulting in a decline in the supply of
employment sites. It was suggested that Philadelphia in
particular, had been deliberately run down by the
owners, who would also charge inflated rents in order
to demonstrate a lack of demand to strengthen a case
for residential development on the sites. It seems that
the developers are in charge, not the council. One
suggestion was that we should consolidate the poorer
industrial areas to create a whole new employment
site to allow other sites to go for housing.

Need a review of land uses. It was felt that some sui
generis uses were inappropriate to the industrial
estates within which they are located, and
inadequately controlled.

The proposal to concentrate regeneration on the
Hetton and Houghton areas was questioned in terms of
what would happen to Shiney Row, the most
populated area of Coalfields.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

It was felt strongly that Members were often served
with a fait accompli at the Planning and Highways sub
committees and felt obliged to agree to a proposal
without having a full understanding of the facts. It was
too late by then to have a proper discussion about the
issues. It was suggested that Members should be
consulted at an earlier stage in the application process
to enable full consideration of the issues. Similarly, it
was felt that there needs to be clearer communication
and consistency between planning policy and
development control/ planning enforcement.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

Concern was expressed about focus on regeneration in
Coalfield on housing, whilst losing employment land.
Where are people meant to work? Places like
Washington are very difficult to reach by public
transport.

Concern was expressed about concentrating on
building new homes, without support for upgrading
existing properties. Much of the Coalfield area has
good quality older properties that are still in popular
demand.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

The Broomhill and North Road applications caused
concern. It was felt that the developers hold all the
cards in terms of technical expertise re drainage etc. It
is not enough to rely on no objections from the likes of
Northumbria Water or the Environment Agency; we
need in house expertise or consultants to look into

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)

The proposed Central Route/Hetton by-pass received
support but frustration was expressed about the lack
of progress in providing these routes. It was felt that
one of the justifications for the routes was the
provision of employment sites, however, it was felt
that the road should come first to be able to attract
new employment — it’s getting too late as employment
sites such as Philadelphia are being lost.Sec 106
contributions should be used to provide facilities in the
immediate vicinity and should not be spent elsewhere.
Developments will have an impact on existing
communities and that money should be spent to
support those communities as well as providing for the
new population.It was generally considered that a lot
more affordable housing is needed in the area, as well
as smaller properties generally. Affordable housing
should be provided where it is needed, which is
amongst existing communities as well as in each new
development, but pepper-potted across the site rather
than clustered together. The problem is exacerbated
with Gentoo replacing social housing with properties
for sale. The whole of Holmelands, for example, is
being sold privately. There was also concern with
areas like Philadelphia, where far less than 10% was
put forward by developer for affordable homes (18 as
opposed to 63). Developers felt to be “ruling the
roost”.There was concern about the lack of provision
of affordable housing — developers don’t always meet
their obligations — question of viability. Some
applications take so long to determine that 106
contributions are calculated on outdated property
values so that their real value is less in terms of current
prices.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Coalfield)
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Concern was expressed about pressure for
development in the Green Belt in County Durham and
the impact that would have on Washington South. We
have to be more careful about protecting our portion
of Green Belt in that area

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Washington)

It was felt that the quality of some of Washington’s
employment areas is poor, e.g. Swan Ind Est has a lot
of fast food outlets and taxi firms. Employment land in
these areas needs to be looked at carefully in the
context of the housing around them. A couple of the
trading estates (like Swan) where employment uses are
weak would be better used for housing

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Washington)

Proposed housing developments need to take account
of existing facilities, particularly schools, e.g. Springwell
has recently had new housing development (and a
further 26 homes approved) but there is no capacity at
the local primary school. It was also felt that before
Springwell is considered for further development, it
needs better infrastructure and an improved road
system.

It was recognised that the constrained nature of
Washington is a problem for its future development —
it could possibly accommodate additional employment
or housing on existing sites, but not both — unless
consideration was given to amendments to the Green
Belt boundary to accommodate these.

There is a hope that Leamside Line will be reopened for
rail and Metro use, to link Washington with Sunderland
and Newcastle.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Washington)

Castles scheme at Houghton cited as good practice.

Gentoo has tended not to put the elderly amongst
family properties to avoid nuisance complaints. Within
existing estates, smaller one bedroomed properties are
being knocked through to create one larger property —
this leads to a poor mix of house types and
demographics.

It was felt generally that new housing developments
lack variety in house types and options, in terms of, for
instance, small houses but with a double garage,
bungalows, etc.

The former Ayton school site was suggested as a good
option for extra care homes.

It was felt strongly that Members were often served
with a fait accompli at the Planning and Highways sub
committees and felt obliged to agree to a proposal
without having a full understanding of the facts and
knowing that a proposal lacks provision for certain
facilities such as affordable housing or play space. It
was too late by then to have a proper discussion about
the issues. It was suggested that Members should be
consulted at an earlier stage in the application process
to enable full consideration of the issues. Perhaps the
Intelligence Hub could provide expertise on a whole
range of issues.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Washington)

There is a lack of provision of homes suitable for older
age groups. There is a problem with the housing mix in
the south of Washington where there are a lot of larger
properties; there are a lot of people in the older middle
age category that will soon be wanting quality smaller
properties to downsize to — only then will the larger
properties become available for the next generation to
move up in to. Similarly, there is a lack of extra care
facilities or retirement villages to provide adaptable
homes as people age and their needs change. There is
a dire lack of bungalows which will provide a ‘home for
life’ as people age. Developers have no incentive to
provide them — viability argument —we need a
requirement for their provision in new schemes. Two

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Washington)

The problem of the quality of the trading estates was
discussed again. There appears to be a problem of
management of the estates and lack of maintenance
that is mainly out of the hands of the council. Several
units appear to be under one ownership and it would
seem that uses within individual units are controlled by
the owners. Many units are not in industrial use and
there is a lot of advertisement clutter. The estates do
not provide sufficient large scale, quality sites for the
demand that is out there. A full study of all industrial
estates needs to be undertaken to establish the value
of the employment sites and whether consolidation of
sites would enable provision to better match demand
and free up land that could be used for housing.

It was also stressed that not every job coming into
Washington was linked to Nissan. There is a great
danger of putting all our eggs into one basket.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Washington)
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The Galleries was recognised as a thriving, successful
centre which serves the whole of Washington without
shoppers necessarily having to go elsewhere. Parking is
a problem, though, as car borne journeys are now far
more frequent than the original new town concept
envisaged. To a certain degree Washington has
outgrown its design.

Comments received
from Members' briefing
sessions (Washington)

Find it difficult to flick between the different
documents- it is quite confusing

Comment received at
staffed library events

The questions are difficult to respond to and this is
putting people off responding- is this intentional?

Comment received at
staffed library events

® Are there controls on the design of roller shutters —
make them perforated so look better

¢ Does the Council have powers to force owners to
improve run-down/ poorly-maintained properties?

* Members require more involvement in design of
developments, rather than just having sight of the
design at the committee.

Comments received
from Members briefing
sessions (North)

Complaints from residents that Core Strategy
Consultation response form was too difficult to
complete

Comments received
from Members briefing
sessions (North)

¢ Some sites in Central Sunderland have been vacant
for some time (Sheepfolds/ Vaux) — need to make
better use of them

¢ Support for North of Nissan strategic site — but
question how can North area residents benefit from
new jobs created

Comments received
from Members briefing
sessions (North)

Key Diagram

should include true extent of the two areas protected
under the European Birds and Habitats Directive and
label them SAC/SPA/Ramsar.

Natural England

In terms of the Key Diagram, whilst we are pleased to
see there is a graphical representation of the policy,
the BGS guidance suggests that the broad extent of the
MSAs be shown, (i.e. mapped).

Mineral Products
Association

We note the simple Key Diagram map (as downloaded
from your website) which illustrates the location of
Sunderland's proposed strategic employment site (and
consequent amended Green Belt boundary). It also
suggests associated proposed road schemes to
improve connectivity into the Nissan site and strategic
employment site, including the A1290 Washington
Road link from the A19(T) interchange in South
Tyneside, although these apparent proposals do not
appear to be mentioned in any of the draft Core
Strategy policies or supporting text.

South Tyneside MBC

Procedural

over the summer hols

Brian Robson

Not sufficient coverage. Consultation should be wider,
eg more prominent in libraries and Community News.

Sheila Ellis

Not well placed in the library —too far in. People were
expecting large display/plans detailing city’s plans.

Comment received at
staffed library events

Ward Councillor concerned that the response forms
were not very user friendly.

Comment received at
staffed library events
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APPENDIX 6: Settlement Breaks Consultation (2013)
— Responses Schedule

Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

General

support

HCA

General support but concern about recent developments
on green field sites. Wish to see more brownfield
developments.

Hetton Town
Council

settlement break concept is supported. Housing numbers
questioned - shouldn't need to use greenfield land

Alan Heslop,
Thristley Wood

Settlement breaks 14, 15 and 16 around Hetton - no
mention of rest of Hetton - brownfield sites, of which
there are plenty, should be first for development.
Allowing greenfield dev contrary to policy. No
consultation on where settlement breaks should be.
development proposals on edge of settlement breaks -
appear to be less contentious but high public objection.
Coalfield area one of greatest flood risk in area but report
implies prob is not severe.

Kay Rowham,
Easington Lane

Settlement breaks provide a buffer for areas important
for nature conservation. Esp important near waterways.
SBs needed to support Gl and biodiversity. Breaking SBs
into zones will allow incremental loss of the whole.
'Human' impacts from housing devs will impinge further
into wildlife areas, eg slug pellets in run-off.
Fragmentation, and narrowing of corridors that are
already smaller than national sites - even more fragile.
Need to take account of NE Durham Mag Lime Plateau
National Character Assessment. Colour coding of fields
does not seem to be consistent and does not seem to
work to resist development - may encourage
development. Assessment should include an element to
reflect access/recreation/educational value of green
space.

Pat Robson,
Hetton

protected from development as these are important
archaeological sites. Pleased that Rainton Bridge/East
Rainton will remain undeveloped to protect the historic
village setting of East Rainton. Where development is
proposed on any of these sites archaeological work will
be required at pre-determination stage.

Archaeologist

Natural England has no site specific comments regarding
the development potential of land within the settlement
breaks.

However, we support the retention of Settlement Breaks
within Sunderland’s Core Strategy as they provide
important areas of green infrastructure and contribute to
the establishment of an ecological network which
connects designated sites and priority habitats. Their
retention complies with the Government’s White Paper
The Natural Choice: securing the value of nature and the
NPPF’s requirement that green infrastructure and
ecological networks are strategically planned.

The retention of Settlement Breaks alongside a Green
Infrastructure Strategy also provides an opportunity,
through access and habitat enhancements, to mitigate
the effects of recreational disturbance and tramping
within internationally and nationally protected nature
conservation sites (see advice on the Core Strategy, HRA
and SA).

Natural England welcomes the reviews assessment of
each breaks contribution to local landscape.

Please send consultations via email to:
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk

character, the green infrastructure network, protection
of priority habitats and wildlife corridors.

Natural England

Too much construction without proper consideration of
need for cars and roads - have to drive everywhere.
Many residential and commercial properties are standing
vacant. Too many houses and too crammed in - will be no
land left.

anon

Development and joining up of separate communities is
against residents' wishes. Should be no loss of wildlife
corridors or agricultural land. Should be no development
on floodplains.

Sheila Ellis

Reflects the archaeological interest at these greenfield
sites. Pleased that Tunstall Hill and Copt Hill will be

Jenny Morrison,
County

3 Holycarrside/
Ryhope

The Co-operative Group agree with Sunderland City
Council that retaining this small parcel of land would
allow a straightening of the Settlement Break boundary.
Removing this small parcel of land [the clients site at
Grangetown autos] from the Settlement Break would
create a more logical, defensible Settlement Break
boundary whilst providing a suitable site for residential
development on land which would no longer form part of
the Settlement Break. Notwithstanding this, The Co-
operative Group consider that Sunderland City Council
need certainty that where land is no longer proposed to
form part of the settlement break that it is deliverable,
available and achievable in order to meet the

Fairhust for the
Co-operative
Group
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Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

development needs of the City.

4 South Sunderland

Objects to the removal of SB land. It provides good
separation between Doxford Park, Silksworth/Tunstall
and Ryhope, offers good views, wildlife corridors, and
resourse for walkers, cyclists, horse riders, and is also
distant from public transport.

Alan Heslop,
Thristley Wood

Both approach D - Sub Area Spatial Requirements - 'Local
sub-area needs and priorities will be brought together to
form a sustainable city wide approach' and Localism Act
2011 - 'to give local communities and areas greater
control over their own futures' are made a mockery of by
proposals to lift settlement break. It dismisses the needs
priorities and control of those who will be affected.

Malcolm Newey,
Thristley Grange

Gl corridor - wide corridor, not narrow as stated - opens
up to wide panoramic views. Landscape character -
review acknowledges some attrributes before adding
'however' and then reads as though justifying why
houses should be built here, which feels biased. 'abrupt
settlement edges' - not noticable due to contours.
'Sparce' woodland nevertheless is invaluable to wildlife.
Pylons don't distract from rural feel. High water table
leads to flooding at Lodgeside Meadows, Burdon Lane,
Burdon Road, Hall Farm, Blakeney Woods and the
surrounding fields and seems to be getting worse - not
'only limited areras affected'. Once its brought to the
Council's attention - should take responsibility. Misses
implications of critical drainage area. People need a
reason to come to/stay in Sunderland - don't take away
the assests we have, like this green area, sort out other
areas first, like the city centre, to attract people here.
Housing numbers are over optomistic and based on
assumptions - over provision will spoil what we have and
be counter productive.

David Stewart,
Ryhope

The Lodgeside Meadows area is an attractive place to live
because of the surrounding rural area. Sunderland has
little else to offer as an incentive to stay. Housing target
is over optomistic and not supported by evidence but
assumptions. Population is decreasing yet an increase is
predicted. Ageing population means fewer economically
active . Population figures appear inconsistent and
Household Formation Rates are confusing - where does
2.21 come from? Reasons for migration do not appear to
show full picture. Housing vacancy rates data is
ambiguous. Housing stock imbalance - more to picture

Julie Stewart,
Sudnerland

than this - create the demand first. Development viability
- high value of land would not necessarily reap rewards if
demand not there - would benefit developers not people
of Sunderland. Loss of land without proven justification
would not be sustainable - this land is productive - would
mean loss of agric land. Gl corridor - wide corridor, not
narrow as stated - opens up to wide panoramic views.
Landscape character - review acknowledges some
attrributes before adding 'however' and then reads as
though justifying why houses should be built here, which
feels biased. 'abrupt settlement edges' - not noticable
due to contours. 'Sparce' woodland nevertheless is
invaluable to wildlife. Pylons don't distract from rural
feel. High water table leads to flooding at Lodgeside
Meadows, Burdon Lane, Burdon Road, Hall Farm,
Blakeney Woods and the surrounding fields and seems to
be getting worse - not 'only limited areas affected'. Once
its brought to the Council's attention - should take
responsibility. Misses implications of critical drainage
area. People need a reason to come to/stay in
Sunderland - don't take away the assests we have, like
this green area, sort out other areas first, like the city
centre, to attract people here. Housing numbers are over
optomistic and based on assumptions - over provision
will spoil what we have and be counter productive.

The council's own stated intentions are being disregarded
approach d - sub area Spatial Requirements and Localism
Act 2011 - we are the local community and our needs,
authorities and control are being disregarded and
withdrawn by the lifting of settlement break restrictions
by Sunderland City council. Until a core strat is adopted ,
should be abiding by UDP which states that 'no further
examination' of settlement break is '‘appropriate at that
time' - shouldn't be considering a review yet.

Anne Newey,
Sunderland

There are concerns that the overall Settlement Break
Review has not considered land ownership / availability,
development aspirations of the land owner nor the
development requirements of each Core Strategy sub-
area. The Settlement Break Review does not illustrate if
or how the removal of land from Settlement Breaks will
assist in delivering the development needs of the City
(with the exception of Burdon Lane). Paragraph 7.20 of
the Core Strategy and Development Management
Policies Draft Revised Preferred Options states that the

Fairhust for the
Co-operative
Group
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Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

council has undertaken a full review of all of its
Settlement Break boundaries to ensure they are still
appropriate and fit for purpose. However, Paragraph 7.20
goes on to state that it is proposed to delete the
Settlement Break in South Sunderland to accommodate
the proposed Location for Major Development at Burdon
Lane with no reference as to whether the Settlement
Break is appropriate or fit for purpose in its own right.
The Co-operative Group welcome the principle that one
Settlement Break has been considered against the
development needs of the City, however it does not
appear that other Settlement Breaks have been
considered against the development and locational
needs of the City or each Core Strategy sub-area.

Does not recognise that flooding is a significant problem

Barbara King,

in the South Sunderland Growth Area, and should Sunderland
recognise that flooding will impact on any future

development as well as current housing.

support for assessment of suitability of South Sunderland | NLP for
growth area for development. 'Vision Document’ Consortium

produced by the Consortium seeks to address the issues
raised. Requests removal of land North of Burdon Road
form SB and considered as LMD.

Support for assessment of suitability of South Sunderland
growth area for development. Report proceeds to make
the case for the development of the Bellway site on land
at Burdon Lane. Disagrees with the 'yellow' rating -
should be further along the 'greener' end of the scale.
Requests that the site is removed from the settlement
break.

England and Lyle
for Bellway
Homes

As a local resident | am alarmed at these proposals, |
have lived at the Moorside area of Doxford Park on and
off for years now and | firmly believe our roads are
already at maximum capacity for the area, the sheer
volume of cars and people the call centres attract in the
area see’s the roads around Moorside and leading up to
the A19 very congested. Moorside and Doxford park are
experiencing extremely high volumes of traffic and more
and more anti social behaviour due supermarkets, pubs
and places of work all being so close to each other. |
moved to Moorside as it’s a quiet estate, out of the way
with good links to the A19. With future developments |
personally believe will only create more car dependent
urban sprawl and the roads to Burdon and the roads

Lewis Cowey,
Sunderland

linking Moorside to Ryhope are already not suitable to
the volume of traffic.

My concern is the areas Chapelgarth and Burdon Lane.
The area of Chapelgarth which is near to Moorside estate
where | reside is the only Green Belt area left for walking
and we are one of the many dog walkers that use this
area. We have nowhere else left following the
developments that have almost filled all the green areas
up. There is no other area left to walk and exercise our
dogs. Apart from the possibility of losing walking access
the area is overloaded due to the Doxford International
parking issues. The road during working hours is quite
overloaded with parking and winters when snow is
present is extremely dangerous with buses and other
traffice struggling to stay on road with the parking on
road. | and many others | know strongly oppose future
development on this land it is so well used for people
enjoying a safe area to walk and keep fit - there is
nowhere else. | have no opposition to other areas and
feel the Cherry Knowle site and Ryhope has more
suitable land without taking away our only available
green space. It is not only about housing but shopping
and social facilities to support local communities.
Something of which our area is not really in need of. The
social space for us is the land across from Moorside to
Chapelgarth and onwards so well used by people
exercising to stay healthy! There is nowhere else for us
to go.

Patricia Lawson,
Sunderland

Planning for the land around the South Sunderland
settlement break to take the entire burden of the City's
future need for residential development is totally
unjustified; The environmental impact of the proposed
development would be intolerable to local residents
during long periods of construction and post
construction; The City would be better served by
planning smaller developments distributed around
Sunderland; The proposed plan would cause irreparable
damage to the homes and communities around the
settlement break; The proposal would have an adverse
impact on the safety, security and value of our homes;
We live in the countryside and therefore we accept that
local services fall short of what would be expected in
major residential areas in terms of mains gas, drainage,
sewerage etc; The proposed plan would leave us living

Philip Sinclair

Page | 106




Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

Settlement Break

Comment

Contributor

proximate to a major residential development without
any of the accompanying benefits.

Review doesn't consider cummulative effect of SBs in
perception of Sunderland as a 'green place'. Sunderland
is in competition with neighbouring areas for housing,
business, retail etc - its USP is its greenness. Need to
retain this but not taken into account in the review.
Sustainability - we should take into account the
productivity of the farmland - use non-productive land
first.'Sunderland South growth area' term used back in
2012 - is this review really objective? SB is used for
recreation by people from a much wider area. Policy
backgound info is not well explained. SB status has been
used to resist even minor developments until v recently.
Level of demand doesn;t justify sacrificing this large area
of green space. SB adds to setting of GB, supported by
NPPF. SB has a role in improving health by providing
green space. SB is not narrow as stated. Landscape
character description does not do the area justice.
Hydrology has been understated - water table is high and
flooding is common - needs further investigation. Surface
water flooding is not fully identified and risk needs
assessing more fully. Mitigation should have an element
of 'can be economically mitigated'. Should have an
addditional category of 'insufficient information, more
work needs to be undertaken to allow informed
decision'. Housing numbers are based on ONS population
projections, not forecasts, which relies on 17
assumptions - data which is inherently uncertain - should
be a warning about making decision based on this. SHMA
figures are analysed and evidence is put forward to
argue that the SB should not be releaesed now - other
land available to satisfy need. Alternative solution - defer
removal of SB and bring forward just the existing sites for
now. Or use the site for 'proper' exec homes.

Stephen Hopkirk,
Sunderland

Break Review does not illustrate if or how the removal of
land from Settlement

Breaks will assist in delivering the development needs of
the City (with the

exception of Burdon Lane). Welcomes the principle that
one Settlement Break has been considered against the
development needs of the City, however it does not
appear that other Settlement Breaks have been
considered against the development and locational
needs of the City or each Core Strategy sub-area. Report
compares the client's site to rear of the Beehive, field 3,
with SB7 to make the case that the land is appropriate for
housing. Requests a reconsideration based on evidence
given. a 'Planning Stategy for the development of the site
is enclosed,

7 Sunniside/
Newbottle

Welcomes the review and supports the findings of the
report in respect of SB7, the client's site, - considers the
SB should not be retained at all and released for housing
development.

NLP for Lord
Lambtom VS

12 Chilton
Moor/Rainton
Bridge

Agree with assessment of fields 1 and 3 but feel that field
2 could be further subdivided as the north area of this
parcel of land is considered to be appropriate for
development. Greenspace issue - could still provide
protection to wildlfie corridor and LWS whilst allowing
limited development across the northern boundary.
Could incorporate footpath into residential layout.
Hydrology issue - area to north is set upon higher ground
and outside of designated flood zones. Considered that
any risk would be minimal and could be mitigated.
Submission includes a landscape assessment for land at
Redburn Row.

Persimmon

Should be retained in full - green corridor from Rainton

Hetton Town

Meadows to Herrington Woods Country park and Elba Council
Park. Development would exacerbate existing drainage

and flooding issues. Also a critical drainage area.

The proposal to review part of the settlement break DWT

allocation is at odds with the Councils 2012 phase one
survey recommendation to provide buffer areas around
Local Wildlife Sites. The information presented also
underestimates the area of the site that has been subject
to significant flooding in recent years. The Trust’s view is
that the settlement break should remain unchanged

8 Newbottle/
Sedgeletch

Concerned that the overall Settlement Break Review has
not considered land ownership / availability,
development aspirations of the land owner nor the
development requirements of each Core Strategy sub-
area. The Settlement

Fairhust for
Durham Estates

13 Rainton
Bridge/East
Rainton/North
Road

Semi-rural area should be retained in full - to ensure

Hetton Town

separate identity of East Rainton, to continue to provide Council
informal recreation and leisure, to provide green space,

wildlife corridor and Gl corridor, has outstanding

drainage/sewerage issues.

Comparing field 1 and field 11, there is no difference in PDP Assocs
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Comment
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the assessment except historic, yet 1 is moderate overall
adverse impact and 11 is major overall adverse impact.
Developer has site in field 11. Comments make case that
development would not impact landscape character
visually with mitigation.

14 North Separation - properties along Hetton Road already link BDN for Mr Colin
Road/Park Hetton and Houghton. More natural boundary would be Ford
Est/Hetton the line of Rainton Burn terminating on Hetton Road.
Park/Houghton Development of client's land to north would provide
opportunity to enhance Hetton Bogs and provide a buffer
zone. Well designed housing would improve use of land
and visual impact of settlement edge.
should be retained in full - should be identified as Gl Hetton Town
corridor, protects Hetton Bogs SSSI, has drainage and Council
sewerage issues.
remaining land not already approved for dev should be Kay Rowham,
red. Should not have approved devs against local Easington Lane
objection and before this consultation.
15 Broombhill/ separates Hetton and Houghton, importance of Gl Hetton Town
Houghton corridor and Hetton Burn, in view of Lingfield and Council

Broombhill developments - important that this remains,
will exacerbate drainage/flooding/sewerage issues, need
it to protect Stephenson Trail Bridleway.

Field 1 should be red. Should not have approved devs
against local objection and before this consultation.

Kay Rowham,
Easington Lane

The proposal to potentially reduce the extent of the
settlement break is at odds with proposed policies to
secure the extent and functionality of wildlife corridors.
The Trust’s view is that the settlement breaks should
remain unchanged.

DWT

16 Copt Hill/Low
Downs/Broomihill

should be fully protected - separates Hetton and
Houghton, need it to protect Seven Sisters barrow and
Stephenson's Trail, should be protected as a Gl corridor,
proposal for field 1 should be refused as little scope for
mitigation.

Hetton Town
Council

The proposal to potentially reduce the extent of the
settlement break is at odds with proposed policies to
secure the extent and functionality of wildlife corridors.
The Trust’s view is that the settlement breaks should
remain unchanged.

DWT
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APPENDIX 7: South Sunderland Growth Area (2015) —
Consultation Responses

and keep gardens a decent size. Hope you get flooding sorted. Can we have regular updates please.

Disappointed that currently the first 2 phases up for development will not contain any
apartments/flats or starter homes. With two young adults looking for brand new housing in
Sunderland South this may mean that they will not be able to benefit from these developments and
have to look outside of Sunderland (which they would prefer not to do) for first homes. Who is this
growth sector aimed at if NOT for first time buyers?

Please don't allow builders to build poor quality housing in proposed areas of development. Some
exemplar housing would be great for the area. Could developers contribute to regeneration of run
down areas of Ryhope. Amenities are poor for existing Tunstall Vale Estate would suggest amenities
are put in place for existing hosing before thinking of new developments. Schools are saturated in
Ryhope make space for existing residents.

| found plans and maps did not have enough information. | also think you are going to swamp this
area with too many houses and not enough roads, schools, doctors or leisure facilities

Main concerns are Flooding has been a major problem over the years at Lodgeside Meadows. Volume
of traffic on narrow road which we back on to, we have noticed a major increase over the last few
years as it has become a rat run for both large and small vehicles it has become dangerous to walk
our Grandson to Mill Hill School because of the narrowness of road and speed they are going.

I would like to understand what provision has been made for the increasingly elderly population of
Sunderland. In particular those who can afford their own homes and are not requiring LA support/
supported living but neither can they support themselves in 2/3 storey homes

Extremely disappointed with the loss of Settlement Break on Lob. | would have thought that the new
link road (which | was aware of) would have guaranteed green space either side due to the volume of
traffic. Those living on Boxwood Close, Dirham Close and the new Bellay development will be
severely disadvantaged by building on land we were assured was 'open space'. | am certain S106
money was paid for this.

Will there be access to the new estate through the current estates? What will Sunderland council do
to create a need for 11,000 unneeded homes? This will drive house prices down if it fails! Why not
renovate old office space in central town as in Newcastle? Bring money and people into the town
centre. No GP access now, what about when new homes built? Traffic volumes in the area are
already too heavy. Is the greenspace within the housing areas protected?

You can build as many exec homes you desire. You can try to attract or keep people in Sunderland
but, as the town is dire the home-owners will still use this as a commuter town- no revenue will be
brought in. Usual short sightedness of Sunderland City Council

Not enough being done to improve existing tree lines and forest area. More detail required for any
residents from Hall Farm to Ryhope about the new road system. Burdon Lane and Chapelgarth look
to be too over developed, more greenspace needed.

All housing developments must incorporate Green Buffer Zones to existing housing or countryside
that is left. Developers must adhere to the correct amount or less properties- no squeezing extra in
because demand for exec homes evaporates. Tree planting in all areas and increase Blackney Woods.

Concern regarding road links from City Centre to SSGA. A690 has a no car lane and traffic uses
Silksworth Lane instead, going past the Ski Slope to access Doxford Park. Thus causing lots of
congestion on the local roads. The road is unsuitable for traffic demands and cannot cope with
further traffic increase. The existing 'T' junction near old Silksworth Hall Drive is a real problem. We
think there is a need to address road access from the City Centre to the whole of the new
development area. Concern regarding flooding in Chapelgarth area. What about noise and dirt
pollution when all this is developed in 15-20 years

Issues relating to improved transport facilities especially at weekend, the need for a more holistic
approach to development to include the current estates not just the new build otherwise it not an
integrated development of South Sunderland (Moorside is getting neglected and run down).
Transport is fine during the week but not at weekends or evenings and Bank Holidays this impacts on
older people and non-drivers. Need for some social outlets/activities for current residents and new
incoming residents e.g. eating places/ pubs etc. Need enough greenspace for children/ dog walkers.
Any plans for health facilities?

No objections to building at Chapelgarth and Cherry Knowle, both sites will be screened and will
integrate well into their surroundings. Housing north of Burdon Lane will destroy the rural character
that exists at present on entering Sunderland via Burdon Lane to Ryhope. The houses will present a
'brick frontage' continuously into Ryhope, destroying the whole character of the area.

Recreational walk ways need at Chapelgarth. Can we please ensure that the pathways are extended
into the hedgerows to form or retain existing pathways used by Dog walker/ Horse riders etc.
Pathways, bridleways should be as wide as possible not narrow lanes. 25% of homes have at least
one dog, Please cater for them!

Sunderland is being developed as an urban sprawl using its limited brown belt land to the limits, in
this case to the Co.Durham border. New industry is not here yet are you putting the cart before the
horse? Many new people do not want to live in Sunderland due to the many undesirable areas that
need to be improved and developed before using the easy option of this area. Existing homes will be
devalued and encompassed within a huge housing estates. Disruption of residents, farms and
livestock during construction. Value of farming area. Keep Sunderland South green.

As a farther of a young family | welcome the proposal of a number of parks which will be built in the
area, Make the area unique and possibly consider a sculpture/ artefacts which may put this area on
the map. A recognisable feature that local resident can be proud of (something better than the Angel
of the North). As a professional in the scientific community | would like to see that Sunderland area
try and encourage the scientific industry to come to Doxford Park Business Centre. Maintain wooded
area in the region. Safe environment for Children.

A lot of housing proposed for the SSGA, unconvinced that such a huge number are needed, especially
as seen a report which states that Sunderland has lost 5,967 people, more than 21% of its total - but
gained 3,710 homes. Personal opinion that Cherry Knowle and Chapelgarth should be developed for
housing and will not detract from views when approaching from Durham. Land North of Burdon Lane
and the site Bellway have already out in a planning application for should be left as farm land. Need
greenfield for food production

Excellent idea more houses, additional school keeps people living in Sunderland. Family house please

Object to the location of the RDLR junction at Ruswarp Drive, why has this deviated from the original
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planning guidance. Peripheral guidance made reference to the Great North Forest & Landscaping
Framework with the area west of Doxford Park Road as infill woodland, existing hedgerows should be
protected and the plethora of wildlife. Can not see any such arrangements on the new proposals.
Land should remain as agricultural. Increase in noise nuisance due to location of RDLR. Future link for
the metro with land being reserved alongside RDLR has not been considered.

countryside is more important than rows of housing, this should never be passed. Should look at the
city centre and do something with that, the town is a disgrace and embarrassment to to the people,
do something with the city centre.

Objecting to new plan due to the radical changes since the 1998 draft. Road positioning (noise,
increased traffic flow, destruction of greenbelt, woodland, hedgerows and disturbance to wildlife
flora and fauna and existing residents. (note there are 3 badger setts in area one active and 2
transitory and the area is home to foxes hares rabbits and falcons Pheasants etc. as well as containing
one of this areas only surviving wild bee breeding sites). The Great North Forest plans have been
thrown out. No consideration of noise reduction planning and mitigation. Utility provision is not
shown in sufficient detail for independent analysis. phasing aspects are unsatisfactory and overall
development will make a car dependant culture inevitable. position of school and retail in
contradiction to earlier drafts and no consultation has been made with existing schools and retail
outlets. Safety issues regarding repositioning of road.

Could you please tell us what is happening to the wooded area behind Leyfield Close, beside Burdon
Road, is there going to be a path and are the trees going to be removed.

As a resident of Ryhope we are aware of the road and Stokesley Lodge. The rest of proposed building
on greenbelt land and being overlooked by proposed new housing we were not happy about and
apposed to the amount of new development planned.

I would like to object to the plans for SSGA development. we should be keeping Burdon GREEN and
using brown field sites not Green field sites. Traffic will also increase to a high level causing the usual
issues to current home owners in Ruswarp Drive.

Really concerned that the proposals could: destroy our beautiful area with, in effect, no breaks in
housing; Lower house prices when people already either can not sell or sell for a loss; lack of
communication for already bought off sires, South Ryhope and Chapelgarth; Don't know one person
who is actually in favour.

You should use brown field land before spoil countryside open fields

Object to the plans for SSGA development. we should be keeping Burdon GREEN and using brown
field sites not Green field sites. Traffic will also increase to a high level causing the usual issues to
current home owners in Ruswarp Drive.

The council should be fighting to protect settlement breaks on behalf of residents, they should not be
looking to destroy these areas for all time. Council should be protecting green land and look for
alternative brown filed sites to develop in this respect. Any development on this land should be
environmental, considering things like 'nature conservation', clean air, productive farming etc.
Council should be creating parkland and encouraging wildlife, encouraging children to enjoy the
countryside without having to use a car. Increase in traffic would be horrendous leading to
congestion both during construction and the indefinite period post construction, traffic has grown
dramatically in the last few years and little has been done to alleviate the problem. Current residents
are proud of the area in its current form, it's 'country feel' is one of the reasons for living in this part
of Sunderland. Essentially the proposals are going to change this area into a mini town, giving all the
disadvantages that arise from this, the skyline will be changed forever to the detriment of the area.

Resident of Ruswarp Drive, have experienced increasing congestion over the past few years especially
along Burdon Road. The area has undergone various developments and housing projects but the
roads do not seem to be able to cope with the added traffic in the area which has led to congestion.
In addition there are no suitable parks with children's play area within walking distance, with the
additional housing provided in the local area we would have expected to see more recreational
facilities such as parks and children's play areas.

Object to proposed site, shocked to see 95% in the greenbelt agricultural land. This greenbelt is the
lungs of Sunderland south and a development of this scale is unacceptable. Replacement of greenbelt
with unaffordable executive housing is not an option

Very concerned with what you are hoping to do i.e. the environment, wildlife, extra traffic, too high
concentration of houses, we are a rural area and you will be taking it away. Family walk the roads of
Tunstall and there will be no pleasant walks at all if you have your way. It will be like living in the
middle of the city. Especially worried about Nettles Lane with either shops or houses down both side.
Reduce the amount of building and leave our greenfields alone. Why cant you build on the eyesores
of the city i.e. Bman Mills, E.Thompson, gas works before the countryside, they could have sea views.

Residents living directly adjacent the proposed development of Land North of Burdon Lane, must
lodge disapproval and objection to the proposals. Lived in property for over 10 years overlooking
greenfield land. The plan does not include a buffer around our property therefore assume houses
built will share our garden fence, this would have a detrimental effect on the enjoyment of our
garden. Building of more houses will cast shadow over our property and would be overlooked. Some
areas have buffers around existing development this should apply to all existing properties to
minimise inconvenience to residents. Ryhope remains a village surrounded by greenfields, the
development is very extensive and will bring huge changes to life in this area. Such a large-scale
development would be a huge change to this area of Sunderland and would harm wildlife and destroy
habitat. Development will create years of dust, mud and noise. Existing brownfield land is more
suitable and worthy of development. The town centre is depressing and cries out for development
and further investment. Tunstall Hills is in a poor state and a far more worthy case for investment. If
development goes ahead will have no choice but to move out of the area.

There is not enough information to let people know what is proposed. The link road appears to have
been moved even closer to existing houses and where is the Metro link that would be essential for a
development of 1000 extra houses never mind 3000, school and retail. Back to the drawing board and
think again.

Why take more green land when you should be using brown land first. This is a disgrace, the

As a disabled concerned resident | have been totally excluded from the planning process so far. | tried
to attend the pre development meeting held at the Rackett fitness centre?!! The disabled parking
was unavailable. There was no assistance available and the barriers and access to meeting room
meant that | could not attend. | have not been sent any info relating to this proposal and it is not
available online. | request that the process of consultation should start again, this time addressing the
needs of the disabled. i.e. 4 weeks notice meeting in September at suitable location for disabled
access.

As a resident of Sunderland | wish to express my objection to the proposed layout of the Doxford Park
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Link Road from the existing section at Eltham Road to Doxford Park Way. | object to the B1286
Burdon Road being included in the new link road due to the increase in traffic and noise, my
preferred option would be a direct link from the Tunstall Lodge roundabout to Eltham Road
roundabout. | attended the Community Consultation Meeting at Virgin Health and Racquet Club on
Tuesday 14th July 2015 and was disappointed to learn that the Doxford Park Link Road layout has
changed from the original Unitary Development Plan. Whilst recognising the need for the new link
road | also object to any other unnecessary development on agricultural and greenbelt land North of
Burdon Lane as it will be detrimental the views across open countryside in this area.

Can you please tell me the width of the area marked as "Green Space"

to the SOUTH of Lodgeside Meadow estate.

This area has suffered significant flooding problems in the past, can you please
tell me what measures are in place so that this will not become worse with
future developments.

(2007) and no alterations were made to this area. With this in mind we are extremely surprised and
annoyed to find out that plans are underway to completely change the UDP without any
comprehensive consultation with the residents who are going to be affected by any proposed
changes. We have many objections and questions for clarification. What is the basis for change to the
UDP? Who has been involved in the planning/consultation process? Can you supply the statistical
reasoning behind the proposals to change the UDP? When are you planning to consult formally on
the UDP and the SSGA proposals? Could the pan of local schools not be increased to sustain any
potential increase in numbers? do we not already have enough retail/local amenities in the area? The
proposed changes will dramatically increase traffic flow in the area. The extensive urbanisation which
is being proposed will have serious detrimental impact on the area already susceptible to
flooding/drainage issues.

| do not agree with the proposals. | recently moved into my new property at Stokesley Lodge, and one
of the reasons for choosing this development was the quietness of the area and its proximity to lots
of greenery. | obviously expected that the development may extend slightly further than what is
there now but in now way, shape or form did | envisage that the beautiful fields and greenery would
be turned into another village! | feel very disappointed that my new home is to be destroyed by this
development. This is about the last thing that Sunderland needs. | feel we should be protecting our
green areas rather than building more schools, houses and shops. There are plenty of run down areas
which this development could be moved to, Burdon Lane is not one of them.

The maintenance of the Green Belt. There are many brown field sites in Sunderland such as Doxford
Engine Works, Coals Cranes and all along the river bank towards South Hylton, Pennywell, South of
the A19 which all can be built on. The environment south of Silksworth is farmland and should be
protected. Land south of the Toll Bank is also available right along to Seaham. These should be built
on first before attacking farmland. Traffic on Burdon Road is horrendous and it is dangerous.
Venerable Bede School should be extended towards the Chicken Farm.

Object to the proposals for the South Sunderland growth area. We live in the area and also work at
one of the local primary schools. We object to the destruction of settlement breaks in this area which
protect the green belt. The government advocate the use of brown field sites and we have plenty in
Sunderland! If there is a need for 16,000 new houses to be built -which we argue against-surely
building on brown fields sites should take priority! How can you justify the building od all these new
houses without substantial funding for new industry and enterprise in Sunderland creating new jobs
and prosperity. We also need to protect the wildlife and habitats in these areas - not build
unnecessary housing, a skateboard park, a football pitch with artificial grass and shopping centre!.
Work in Mill Hill Primary and | am concerned at the prospect of building a new school and its location.
Could it possibly lead to job losses at other local infant, junior and primary schools? | think so. We
have concerns with regards to the closure of part of Burdon Road which will enforce traffic to pass
through the B1286 and increase traffic, noise and pollution. What is your statistical reason for
shutting part of this Burdon road? The B1286 is already a dangerous, busy road and what will happen
with construction traffic?? The entrance and exit into Ruswarp Drive is busy to start with!!

Moved into home is Ruswarp Drive in 2004, we consulted the UDP Proposals Map (1998) as part of
our decision making process to move to this area with 2 small children. The Plans clearly state that
there are 'Important Settlement Breaks and green wedges' across from the estate. We understood
that there is an option to create a 'Transport corridor' connection Doxford Park with Ryhope, which
would potentially reduce traffic outside of our estate which already can be quite dangerous
entering/exit and crossing the road to bus stop at peak times. The proposals we have seen will have
the opposite effect and magnify traffic around our estate which we object to on grounds of safety,
pollution (noise & air) and loss of green space. At no point does the current UDP show any scope or
plans for housing, local centre or schools. We also reviewed the UDP alteration No.2 Proposals Map
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APPENDIX 8: Draft Sustainability Appraisal Scoping o
Report (2015) — Consultation Statutory Notice and Sunderland

Letter

CONSULTATION DRAFT SUSTAMNABILITY APPRAISAL SCOPING
REPOAT FOR THE SUNDERLAND CORE STRATEGY

Senderand Oty Councl have prepared a consuitation draft Sustarabiity
Agpraisal Scoping Repart (the “Soxping Regort”) setting cut e Soeial,
ECOnomic and ensircemental Easaine end sustainabiity objectves for
the naw Sundzrbing Core Stratzgy.

The docement can be downloaded from the Council's witess vig
W sunderiand gov.uk/development-plan. A oopy is aleo zvaiable for

| inspectaon free of chirpa ak-

Sunderband Chic Cartre, Burdon Rogd, Sundertasd (oetvaen $he Nowrs of
gn%l;'a)m and 5 15z Monday fo Thursday &nd 8.30am and 4.45pm

Representations can be made and cpinions eapressed on the Stoping
Rsport betwean 23 October 2015 :Elmﬂuomrwls,
Fepresentabiors shou'd be made by thal clasieg date, by e mall o
pannng polcy@sindziend gov.uk of i writing to the Cowcil at the
angness sef ou balow.

Pannirg Polioy Section, Sunderand City Counck, PO Box 102,
Gic Centre, Sunderiend SR2 70N

| Representations and opiions may be accompanied by a regusst to be

natified 2t a speciied aldress when the Scopng Report Has boen
fmaliszl
Dated 23/1072015

Sonia Tognarell, Di , D
Goic Cenue,Bardsn fsos, - Sunderland

City Council

Office of the Chisl Exscutive
EPPM

Chic Camra

Burdon Road

‘Bundariand

SR2 TON

T 0191 520 5555
Wall  wWw.sundanand.g ov. uk

Do 22 October 2015
owratk  SA/GB
Your raf.

Dear SifMadam

CONSULTATION UNDER REGULATION 18 OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING [LOCAL
DEVELOPMENT) (ENGLAND) REGULATIONS 2012

CONSULTATION UNDER REGULATION 12{5) OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF
PLANS AND PROGRAMMES REGULATION S 2004

DRAFT SUSTAINABILITY APPRAI SAL SCOPING REPORT FOR THE SUNDERLAND CORE
STRATEGY

As part of Sunderland City Council's Local Plan preparation, the Council has commenced work on its
‘Sustainability Appraisal {SA) for the emernging Core Strategy.

Inorder to identify the scope of the 54, the Council has prepared 3 draft SA Scoping Report, which includes
a review of other plans and programmes; establishes the existing baseline position; and sets out the
proposed 54 Framework against which the Core Strategy Vision, Objectives and Policies will be assessed.

The Council has now published the draft SA Scoping Repont for consultstion and is seeking representations
on this. The consultation is open for a five week peniod from Friday 227 October to Friday 27 Novembser.

The draft 34 Scoping Report for the Sunderland Core Strategy can be viewed via the Development Plan
web-site at www sunderland. gov. uk/development-plan or at the Civie Centre, Burdon Road, Sunderland,
Maonday to Thursday from 8.30am till 5. 15pm and on a Friday from 8.30am till 4.45pm.

Your comments must be received by the Planning Policy Section, Sunderland City Council, PO Box 102,

Civic Centre, Sunderland, SR2 TON or by email to planning. policyi@sunderland.gov.uk by no later than
S.00pm on Friday 27 Movember 2015

Following this consultation exercise, any comments received will be taken into consideration when preparing
the SA report alongside the Sunderland Core Strategy.

If you have any gueries regarding the sbove please do not hesitats to contact Gary Baker on (0121) 581
1516.

Yours faithfully

| ] -

| I i 1
S v | Gaabiny

Vince Taylor
Head of Strategy & Performance

Delivering services for a better future

ie“"\e.
Qe

T
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APPENDIX 9: Draft Sustainability Appraisal Scoping
Report (2015) — Consultation Responses Schedule
with Council Responses

Comment |Respondent [Comment Response
ref Name
SA1 Environment |Appendix 2 Published in February
Agency We feel that reference should be made to the 2015. RMPB will be
Northumbrian River Basin Management Plan included in Appendix
(RBMP). This plan is currently in the process of 2.
being updated and a final version will be
published on our website at the end of December
2015.
SA2 Environment |Appendix 2 The only relevant
Agency Further to this we feel that the Environment project in Sunderland
Agency Medium Term plan should also be is already construction
referenced as this sets out our investment in April 2015. This is
programme from 2015 to 2021. [Programme of |Project in construction
flood and coastal erosion risk management at April 2015:
scheme] Borrowdale Street -
surface water flooding
SA3 Environment |Appendix 2 Noted
Agency We support the inclusion of the EU Waste
Framework within Appendix 2. We would advise
that when developing policies on waste we
emphasise the importance of the ‘Waste
Hierarchy’ as set out in Article 4 of the revised EU
Waste Framework Directive to maximise the
reduction and re-use of waste.
SA4 Environment |Appendix 3 Awaiting information
Agency We support the inclusion of water quality from EA
indicators in the water section of Appendix 3.
However, it only appears that the River Wear and
2 costal bathing waters have been taken into
consideration. We would advise that all water
bodies within the Local Authority administrative
boundary should be taken into consideration and
identify the issues for each water body. More
recent data can also be used in the Trend section
to identify more up to date water quality issues.
SA5 Environment |We support the indicator for percentage of Noted.

Agency

household waste sent for reuse, recycling or
composting. We also suggest that the number of

SWMP are no longer
required for planning

Comment |Respondent |Comment Response
ref Name
site waste management plans submitted with applications. Should
new development could be included as an the Local Plan include
indicator. a policy setting this as
a requirement then it
may be suitable to
include this as a
criteria.
SA6 Highways We note in paragraph 1.29 reference is made to |Noted
England consultation having been carried out with the
three specific consultation bodies in accordance
with the Town and Country Planning Regulations
2012, and also with other key stakeholders,
which includes Highways England. We welcome
this intention and as such we have sought to
respond directly to the questions raised in
paragraph 1.31 below. We also look forward to
continued engagement throughout the
preparation of the Core Strategy and other Local
Plan documents.
SA7 Highways We also note in paragraph 4.7 that it is the Noted
England intention to assess strategic allocations against
the SA Framework using the same approach as
for the spatial strategy and other policies,
utilising the same matrix and scoring mechanism.
We have no concerns with this approach.
SA8 Highways Appendix 2 The importance of the
England Consideration should be given to the Department |Highways England
for Transport Road Investment Strategy, for the |Delivery plan is
2015/2016 — 2019/20 Road Period (March 2015), |recognised as part of
which sets out a long-term programme and delivering economic
funding for motorways and major roads over the |growth. However, it is
next five years and comprises a long-term vision |not a plan that in itself
for England’s motorways and major roads, a seeks to deliver
multi-year investment plan to improve the road |sustainable
network and a number of high-level objectives. |development and
therefore is not
included in the review
of relevant national
policy.
SA9 Highways Appendix 2 The importance of the
England Consideration could be given to Highways Highways England

England Delivery Plan 2015/2020 (March 2015)
which outline what Highways England will do

Delivery plan is
recognised as part of
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Comment
ref

Respondent
Name

Comment

Response

development proposed in the Plan and detail
how this will ultimately be delivered, which is
welcomed. As is the intention to promote
sustainable patterns of development to reduce
the travel distances and promote a modal shift
away from the private car towards more
sustainable means, in relation to the need to
reduce greenhouse gas emission issues. It is also
noted that storage support is provided for the
development of the Vaux site to promote growth
in the city centre particularly for office
development and the intentions to increase
economic growth utilities the opportunities
presented by Nissan, the Port and the University.
Reference is also made to the Sunderland
Strategic Transport Corridor transport
improvement schemes. Highways England has no
concern with this principle and this supportive of
delivering sustainable economic growth, but will
be able to provide further comment on the
proposals presented in the Core Strategy once it
has been published for consultation.

SA12

Highways
England

SA Objectives

We are generally supportive of the objectives and
in particular Objective 7 — Transport and
Communication, which covers reducing the need
to travel, promoting sustainable modes of travel,
improving telecommunications infrastructure and
aligning investment in infrastructure with growth.
We are also supportive of the scope of the
associated guidance questions and indicators
proposed in respect of this objective and
therefore have no further comment.

Noted

Comment |Respondent [Comment Response
ref Name
over the next five years to delivery against the delivering economic
five strategic outcomes and commitments inits |growth. However, it is
Strategic Business Plan and in the government’s |not a plan that in itself
Road Investment Strategy. seeks to deliver
sustainable
development and
therefore is not
included in the review
of relevant national
policy.
Relevant schemes are
included in Appendix
3.
SA10 Highways Appendix 3 Additional data will be
England Could provide further detail and it would be added on congestion
useful to identify the extent of the road network, |pinch-point and trends
including Highways England’s responsibility for  |in travel data to help
the strategic road network and reflect on provide context for
accessibility and the condition of the road the SA. However, the
network, recognising where there are particular |Local Plan will
congestion issues on parts of the network. This is |recognise where
also pertinent to the ‘Predicted Further Trends’ |transport
which although it recognised that car ownership |improvements are
levels are increasing faster than in other parts of |proposed, although
England and emission s from vehicles are these do not
expected to increase as traffic and congestion necessarily for the
and increase, there is no consideration ogive to  |sustainability context
the condition of either the local or strategic road |for the plan area.
network and where particular issues may
increase or may require investment and the LTP3 priorities are
implementation of improvement schemes. This [identified in Appendix
information should be available in the LTP3 and  |3.
can be obtained from Highways England in
relation to the strategic road network.
SA11 Highways Figure 2 Noted
England It is noted that in Figure 2: Key Issues for the Core

Strategy, that in relation to improvement
infrastructure to facilitate economic growth that
the Core Strategy will need to promote
investment in infrastructure to support economic
growth and therefore it will be supported by an
Infrastructure Delivery Plan, to identify the
infrastructure required to support the scale of

SA13

Natural
England

Natural England broadly welcomes the approach
taken in the ‘Sunderland City Council Draft
Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report of the
Sunderland Core Strategy’, which we consider
sets out a good framework for the assessment of
these documents.

Noted

SA14

Natural
England

Natural England is not aware of any other
policies, plans or strategies that should be
included for consideration in Appendix 2.

Noted

SA15

Natural

The baseline information does not include any

Noted. The HRA will
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Comment |Respondent |Comment Response
ref Name
England detail about the current condition of the consider the status of
internationally designated sites found within the internationally
Sunderland. Natural England is aware that survey |designated sites in
work has been undertaken, and further work is  |further depth. The SA
ongoing, in regards to bird numbers found along |will cross refer to the
the coast, and this data should be included in the |appropriate
baseline information when it becomes available. |information.
Wetland Bird Survey (WeBS) data may also be
available which can further inform the current
baseline situation, and again this should be
included if appropriate.
SAl6 Natural Natural England agrees with the SA Objectives Noted. Guide question
England identified. updated to reflect
We suggest that the ‘Guide Questions’ in relation |comments.
to SA Objective 1 be expanded to include a
reference to ‘no net loss of habitat’ as well as
conserving and enhancing international and
national designated nature conservation sites.
We also welcome the guide question referring to
the avoidance of loss of best and most versatile
agricultural land within the Land Use and Soils
Objective.
SA17 Natural Natural England does not consider there to be Noted
England any issues that are not being addressed by this

scoping report.
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APPENDIX 10: Growth Options Consultation (2016) —
Alternative Growth Options

Low Growth

Medium Growth

High Growth

homes a year across
the city. This would
give a limited choice
in the housing types
needed to meet the
needs of a resident
workforce. It would
not meet the
Objectively Assessed
Need for housing.

homes each year
across the city, with
more choice in types
of housing
encouraging fewer
people to leave
Sunderland.

year across the city with
significant improvement
in the choice of housing
types and tenures.

Economy
and
Employment

Likely decline of
almost 10,000 in the
working age
population by 2033.
Economic growth in
the City could be
harmed through a
lack of local
workforce to fill
potential new jobs.
This will have an
adverse impact on
investment and the
planned economic
growth for
Sunderland.

An increase of around
2,000 in the working
age population of the
City. Some
improvement in
access to local
employment, with
jobs across all skill
levels.

An increase of around
7,000 in the working age
population. Improved
access to local
employment, with more
jobs across all skill levels.

Low Growth Medium Growth High Growth
General The low growth This option is based This option would see:
option is broadly on the Objectively . . .
based on current Accessed Need for * The l?lggest Increase mn
predictions from the City and would hou'smg numpers and
Central Government | see: choice including type
about population a.nd .tt.anure
growth. This will e Improved growth e Significant decrease
see: that could help to out migration
maintain existing e A growing population.
e A declining services e Increase in working
working age e Anincrease in age population
population in the overall population e Increased population
City. e Decrease out will help support
o Likely to see migration vibrant town and local
declining public e Increase the centres.
services such as working age e Could result in
schools population additional schools
e Could further e Greater choice in being needed due to
reduce shopping housing types increasing pressure
activity in the city | e Economic benefits from the higher
centre and local as more people population.
centres choose to live in e High growth would see
e Limited choices in Sunderland an increase in traffic
new housing. e A moderate and congestion
increase of however this would be
commuting to meet offset by the reduction
the expected jobs in in-commuting.
growth e Increased risk to
landscape character as
land would need to be
released from
Settlement Breaks and
Green Belt.
Housing Construction of Construction of Construction of around

around 515 new

around 820 new

1,055 new homes each

Sustainable
Communities

The continued
decrease in the
working age
population and in
the number of
children means that
there may be a need
to close some
services as demand
reduces. In parallel
there will be an

A modest increase in
the population of the
city. The higher
working age
population supports
economic growth,
protects local services
such as schools and
maintains demand for
shops and services in
local centres and the

Increased resident
population will help
support vibrant town
and local centres. There
may also be other
benefits for
communities through
funding of services
through Section 106
money and potentially
CIL. Could result in
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Low Growth

Medium Growth

High Growth

Low Growth

Medium Growth

High Growth

increase in the
proportion of
residents who are
over 70, placing
greater pressures on
healthcare
provision.

city centre.

additional schools being
needed due to
increasing pressure from
the higher population.

Transport

Would not provide
all the homes
needed for a local
resident labour
force. High levels
of commuting
would still occur,
having the
significant impact
on transport
infrastructure across
the city.

The limited increase
in the working age
population means
that commuting into
Sunderland will
continue to increase.

High growth would see
an increase in traffic and
congestion across the
city. To an extent this
would be offset by the
reduction in in-
commuting.

Environment

Development would
on currently
identified ‘brown
field’ and ‘green
field’ sites. No
additional areas of
greenfield land will
be required.

Likely that additional
greenfield sites and
land in Settlement
Breaks will be
required. Option
could potentially
accommodate growth
but does not provide
for flexibility in the
land supply in the
long term, so some
Green Belt land could
be required.

Increased risk to
landscape character as
significant land would
need to be released
from Settlement Breaks
and Green Belt.

account of
migration rates for
the last 5 years.
This is higher than
using the main
projections, as there
have been
reductions in the
levels of
outmigration in
recent years.

growth in the city (as
predicted under
Experian jobs growth
forecast). This
scenario assumes
unemployment falling
to 6.5% by 2020 and
remaining static
thereafter and
commuting rate
continuing to fall in
line with recent
trends (i.e. more
people will commute
to the city for work).
There are also
adjustments to
participation rates for
older workers and
females consistent
with OBR projections.

growth in the city (as
predicted under
Experian jobs growth
forecast). This scenario
assumes unemployment
falling to 6.5% by 2020
and a fixed commuting
rate. There are also
adjustments to
participation rates for
older workers and
females consistent with
OBR projections.

Assumptions

Based on ONS
published Sub
National Population
Projections (2012)
adjusted to take

Uses ONS published
SNPP (2012) as the
baseline and makes
adjustments to this to
take account of jobs

Uses ONS published
SNPP (2012) as the
baseline and makes
adjustments to this to
take account of jobs
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APPENDIX 11: Growth Options Consultation (2016) —
Consultee Letter

..
Sunderland
City Council

Commercial Development
Planning and Regeneration
Civic Centre

Burdon Road

Sunderland

Tel (0191) 520 5555

Web www.sunderland.gov.uk

Date: 17 May 2016
Our ref: CS/GO
Your ref:

SUNDERLAND LOCAL PLAN: CORE STRATEGY GROWTH OPTIONS CONSULTATION

| am writing to inform you that consultation on the Sunderland Local Plan: Core Strategy Growth Options is taking
place between 19 May and 1 July 2016.

Sunderland City Council is in the process of preparing a new Local Plan to help guide how Sunderland develops
between now and 2033.

A key part of the Local Plan is the Core Strategy. The Core Strategy sets out the direction for planning in the city
including the number of new homes needed, where offices and factories could be built and what new roads and
other infrastructure will be needed to support development.

The last draft of the Core Strategy was produced in 2013. Since then, new developments have taken place in the
city and new opportunities have arisen, such as the emerging proposal to develop an International Advanced
Manufacturing Park near the current Nissan factory. These changes mean that we need to review and update the
Core Strategy. New evidence on the city’s population and economy has been prepared to support this review.

As part of this review, we need to consider options for how growth in Sunderland could take place. The City
Council needs to know which option is best for Sunderland and the people who live and work here so it can be built
into our future plan. The council is therefore seeking your views on three different growth options.

Details of the Local Plan Growth Options can be viewed online on the council’s website at
www.sunderland.gov.uk/growthoptions or at the Civic Centre, Burdon Road, Sunderland, Monday to Thursday from
8.30am till 5.15pm, and on a Friday from 8.30am till 4.45pm. Copies of the documents will also be available to
view in all of the council’s libraries.

In addition to details of the growth options themselves, the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations Screening
Assessment and the other background evidence papers which have been used to inform the growth options will be
made available on the council’s website. Copies of these will also be made available to view at the Civic Centre

and all libraries during the consultation.

The council will also be holding a number of drop-in events, where Policy Officers will be available to answer any
questions that you may have on the growth options, or any other aspect of the Local Plan. The schedule of
consultation events is as follows:

Date Venue Time
Saturday 21 May City Library, Fawcett Street, SR1 1RE 10am — 12.30pm
Monday 23 May Houghton Library, Newbottle Street, DH4 4AF 10am — 12pm
Bunnyhill Centre, Hylton Lane, SR5 4B 3.30pm — 6.30pm
Tuesday 24 May Kayll Road Library, SR4 7TW 10am — 1pm
Ryhope Library, Black Road, SR2 ORX 2pm — 5pm
Wednesday 25 May Washington Library, The Galleries, NE38 7RZ 10am - 1.30pm
Fulwell Library, Dene Lane, SR6 8EH 4.30pm — 6.30pm
Thursday 26 May Sandhill Centre, Grindon Lane, SR3 4EN 10am - 1pm
Shiney Row Library, Chester Road, DH4 4RB 2pm — 4pm
Friday 27 May Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road, DH5 9NE 10am - 12pm
Washington Millennium Centre, Concord, NE37 2QD 2pm — 5pm
Monday 6 June City Library, Fawcett Street, SR1 1RE 10am —2pm
Washington Millennium Centre, Concord, NE37 2QD 3.30pm — 6pm
Tuesday 7 June Shiney Row Library, Chester Road, DH4 4RB 10am — 12pm
Ryhope Library, Black Road, SR2 ORX 2pm — 4pm
Wednesday 8 June Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road, DH5 9NE 10am - 1pm
Sandhill Centre, Grindon Lane, SR3 4EN 2pm - 5pm
Thursday 9 June Bunnyhill Centre, Hylton Lane, SR5 4BW 10am - 12pm
Wearside Health & Racquets Club, Camberwell Way, 3pm - 7pm
Doxford Park, SR3 3XN
Friday 10 June Kayll Road Library, SR4 7TW 1lam —1pm
Fulwell Library, Dene Lane, SR6 8EH 3pm — 5pm
Saturday 11 June Houghton Library, Newbottle Street, DH4 4AF 10am — 12pm
Washington Library, The Galleries, NE38 7RZ 1pm —3pm

Comments can be made online via the council’s online consultation portal, which can be accessed at
www.sunderland.gov.uk/growthoptions.

Alternatively you can submit your comments by email to planningpolicy@sunderland.gov.uk or in writing to
Planning Policy Room 3.94, Civic Centre, Sunderland, SR2 7DN.

All comments must be received no later than 5.00pm on 1 July 2016.

Following this consultation exercise, any comments received will be taken into consideration when preparing the
publication version of the Core Strategy.

If you have any queries regarding the growth options consultation, or any other aspect of the Sunderland Local
Plan, please do not hesitate to contact Gary Clasper on (0191) 561 1537.

Yours faithfully
4tk

lain Fairlamb
Head of Planning and Regeneration

Page | 118


http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/
http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/growthoptions
mailto:planningpolicy@sunderland.gov.uk

APPENDIX 12: Growth Options Consultation (2016) —

Consultees Listing
Email Contacts

Mr Sean Hedley

Hedley Planning Services

Mr lan Radley

Highways England

Neil Graham

Homes And Communities Agency

Cath Bradbury

(Projects Development Manager) Housing 21

Suzanne Crispin

Husband and Brown Limited

Mr Richard Adams Jones Day
Mr Matthew Wyatt (Planning Assistant) JWPC Limited
Phil Toal Keepmoat

Mr Keith Reed

Keith Reed Consultancy

Helen Ryde

(Implementation Officer) Land of the Three Rivers Local Nature
Partnership

Mr Brian Jackson

Managing Director B Supplied Ltd

Name Organisation

Mr Kevin Waters (Planning and Development Manager) Adlington
Mr Christopher Whitmore Andrew Martin Associates

Lynn Scott Asda

Mr Ashley Godfrey Ashley Godfrey Associates

Unknown Blackett Hart And Pratt

Katie Bourne BNP Paribas Real Estate

Alex Willis BNP Real Estate UK

Mr Martyn Boak

Managing Director U-Student

Mr Tom Swallow

BNP Real Estate UK

Angela Gemmill

(Relationship Manager) Marine Management Organisation

Mr Nigel Harrett

City of Sunderland College

Daniel Gregg

Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners

Mr John A Sample

(Director) Consultus Building Consultants Ltd

Mr Tim Harrison

National Grid/Capita

Dr Nic Best

CPRE Sunderland

Mr Mark Duggleby

(Engagement Manager) Department for Transport

Natural England Consultation
Service

Natural England

DPDS

Mr John Mills

Nature after Minerals (Planning Advisor)

Newcastle City Council

(Planning Policy) Newcastle City Council

Mr David Graham

NLP Planning

Rebecca Kinmond

North East Local Enterprise Partnership

Mr Jules Brown

(Conservation and Planning Manager) North Of England Civic
Trust

Fiona Snowball

Northumbria Police

Openreach BT Unknown

Open reach new sites

Katherine Brooker DTz

Alex Jackman EE

Mr J Hall Entec

Louise Oakley (Planning Officer) Environment Agency
Geoff Woodcock Esh Group

Mr Max Goode Fairhurst

Mr Steve Staines FFT Planning

Sara Holmes Frank Haslam Milan

Matthew Spawton

(Land and Partnership Manager) Partner Construction

Mr Sean Wildman

Fusion Online Ltd,

Jessica May

Partnership Manager Sunderland Partnership

Mr David Mcnee

Galleries Manager

Adam Mcvickers

(Planner) Persimmon Homes

Mr Neil Wilkinson

(Planning Policy Manager) Gateshead Council

Ben Stephenson

(Planner) Persimmon Homes

Mr Tom Walker

Genecon

Mr Peter Cranshaw

Peter Cranshaw and Co

Environment Agency

general consultations

Charlotte Boyes

Planning Potential

Mr Adam Stanley

(Development Assistant) Gentoo Homes Ltd

Mr Oliver Mitchell

Planware Ltd

Mr Colin Wood

Gentoo

Lisa Russell

Rapleys

Mr Peter Walls

(Chief Executive) Gentoo Group

Mr Anthony Pharoah

Rapleys LLP

Mr Steve Jackson

Gerrish Price Kay

Mr Mark Crosby

(Design review officer) RIBA North East

Faye Whiteoak

(Design & Development Director) Gleeson Homes and
Regeneration

Mr Jonathan Friend

Riley Consulting

Mr Gary Hutchinson

(Commercial Director) SAFC

Mr Ed Alder

(Land & Planning Director) Gleeson Homes and Regeneration

Mr Garry Rowley

(Secretary) Samaritans

Mr David Brocklehurst

(Associate) GVA

Hannah Munroe

Signet Planning

Mr Gordon Metcalfe

GVA

Mr Nick Mclellan

(Assistant Planner) Signet Planning

Mr Richard Newsome

(Principal Planner) GVA

Mr David Couston

Silverlink Properties

Mr Scott Monroe

GVA Lamb And Edge

Mr Peter Batty

Simons Developments

Annemarie Wilshaw

(Planning Manager) SITA UK
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Jennifer Hadland

Smiths Gore

Jacqueline Mcdonald

Ms Jo Storie

Smiths Gore

Jayne Steanson

L A Etherington

South Hylton Community Association

Joanne Walker

Mr James Falade

South Sunderland Member Gentoo Management Committee

Kayleigh Brown

(Assistant Development Planner)

Mr Alastair Skelton

Steven Abbott Associates

Laura Skitt

Mr Steven Prosser

(Regional Director) St Modwen

Lesley Etherington

Mr Nick Mclellan

Story Homes

Lesley Pickup

Nicky O'Conner

(District Manager) Sunderland Anchor Trust

Linda Barron

Gillian Gibson

Sunderland City Council

Michael Gray

Mr Syed Hussain

(Business Support Assistant) Sunderland City Council

Miss Claire Simmons

Anne Isherwood

(Sunderland Partnership Board Members) City of Sunderland
College

Miss Kathryn Tew

Miss Meriel Hardy

Mr John Lowther

Sunderland Green Party

Miss Stephanie Gray

Mr Ken Bremer

(Sunderland Partnership Board Member City Hospitals)
Sunderland NHS Trust

Mr Andrew Oliver

Chris Alexander

(Chief Operating Officer) Sunderland Live

Mr Chris Checkley

Mr John Lowther

Tees Valley Unlimited

Mr Chris Thorp

Trish Kelly

Tees Valley Unlimited

Mr Denis Bulman

Tetlow King Planning

Mr Edward Failes

Mr Andrew Bradley

The Bridges (Manager)

Mr Eric Blakie

The Coal Authority

Mr Gary Bunt

Mccarthy & Stone Ziyad Thomas

The Planning Bureau Ltd

Mr Gavin Johnson

Jane Evans

Three

Mr Hugh Shepherd

Mr Paul Webster

Tolent Developments

Mr John Bell

Mr John Hall

(Sunderland District Group Manager) Tyne And Wear Fire And
Rescue Service

Mr Jon Quine

Mr Lewis Stokes

Mr Christopher Whitfield

UK Land Estates

Mr Malcolm Graham

Mr David Donkin

University of Sunderland

Mr Mark Mcgovern

Mr Victor Thompson

Village Lane Garage

Mr Martin Terry

Miss Vicki Richardson

(office manager) Walton and Co

Mr Matthew Good

(Planning Manager)

Mr Andrew Moss

Ward Hadaway

Mr Michael Fearn

Lauren Knox

(Senior Planner) White Green Young Planning

Mr Nornington

Mr Nick Sandford

(Government Affairs Officer (Local)) Woodland Trust

Mr Peter Beal

Mr Steve Jackson

Yuill Homes Ltd

Mr Peter Lynn

Adam Eden

Mr Simon Burdus

Alexandra Diamond

Mrs Elizabeth Reid

Audrey Polkingham

Mrs Emma Hardy

Barbara King

Mrs Helen Fife

Bernadette Topham

Mrs Janine Edworthy

Brian Cree

Mrs Julie Watson

Captain J K Allison

Mrs Michele Johnson

Clair De Fries

Mrs Rutherford

Jackie Nicholson

Mrs Sheila Bell

Jacky Owen

Ms Julie Bland
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Nichola Traverse-Healey

Clerk to the Council Hetton Town Council

Rebecca Housam Wendy Sockett Colliers CRE
Simon Mearns Mrs J Nichols Columbia Community Association
Susann Miller Anee Ramshaw Community Access Point
Co-ordinator East End Community
Association
Postal Contacts Council For Voluntary Service- Sunderland
Mr Jabin Cussin Cussins Homes Ltd
Title First name Surname Organisation Details Mrs Kelly Brooks Customer Service Advisor Accent Foundation
Action For Blind People Mr Bryan Attewell Cycling Touring Club
Adamson Developments Mr & Mrs Brown Darwin Motors
Mr Alan Patchett Age UK Sunderland Jill Davis Davis Planning Partnership
Captain John Murray Aged Merchant Seamans Homes Mrs Depoll De Pol Associates
Mr Bill Lisgo Akendale Wharf Ltd Mr Brian Hermiston Deanway Development Limited
Mr Geoff Britton Akenside Development Company Ltd DEFRA
Mr Ernie Thompson Alzheimers Society Department for Culture, Media and Sport
Mrs Maria Vipond Anchor Trust Mrs N Dorward Deptford And Millfield CA
Lisa Bacon Ashbrooke Residents Association (Treasurer) Ms Jillian Pate Dickinson Dees
Mr Mark Mann Associate Director Savills LTP Limited . ) Director for Business Administration The
- - Mr Keith Lightly )
Ms Ailie Savage Atkins Global Salvation Army
Dr David Auld Auld Brothers Anne Storey Disability Support Group North East
Marion McGuinness Banardos Mr Matthew Hard DLP Consultants
Mr Michael Jenkins Bank Top Residents Association Mrs R Charlton Donwell Community Association
Mr Neil Milburn Barratt Newcastle (BDW Trading) Doxford Park Community Association
Mr Andrew Flamming Barton Willmore Pauline Yorke Durha.m.Aged Minerworkers Homes
Mr Neil Turnbull Bellway Homes Ltd Association
Mr Alan Davies Bett Homes Ltd Mr Michael Harney Durham Estates
Mrs G Kellett Boundary CA Mr Jim Cokill Durham Wildlife Trust
Mr Griffin Bournmoor Parish Council Mrs S Brown Easington Lane Access Point
Bowey Homes Emperor Property Management
British Airport Association Property Mr Damien Holdstock Entec UK Ltd
C Herbert British Geological Survey Mr K Lorraine Enterprise 5
Broseley Homes Environment Planning Policy Team Durham
Michelle Quinn Castletown Community Association County Council
A Templeton Chair Springwell Village Residents Association Equal Opportunities Commission
Mr Jeff Boyd Cheviot Housing Mr Adrian Miller Esh Developments
Chief Constable Durham Constabulary Mr Allen Creedy Ethical Partnership
Chief Constable Northumbria Police HQ pat Finnon Exe.cutive Regional Officer St Vincent De Paul
Rita Nelson Chief Officer Relate North East Society
Church Commissioners For England Sheila Rackstraw Farringdon Community Association
Citizens Advice Bureau Brenda Browell Farringdon Residents Association
Rose Thompson City Centre Residents Association RJ Robson Flat 3
Mr Barry Garside Clerk South Hetton Parish Council M Murphy Flat9

Forestry Commission GB
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Four Housing Group/Three Rivers Housing

JWS Construction

Lynda Peacock Association Paula Telford Kaleidoscope (NSPCC)
Mrs Louisa Cusdin Framptons Mr P Razaq Kans And Kandy
Frank Haslam Milan Mr Allen Close Kepier AlImshouses
Mr Graham Scanlon Frank Haslam Milan Lambton Community Association
Fuller Peiser Jenny Ludman Land Use Planning Advisor National Trust
Mr lan Grant Gentoo Yorkshire And North East
Mr lan Porter Gentoo K Mayman Little Lumley Parish Council
Helen Suddick Gentoo Mr Peter Smith Lovell
Ms J Martin Gilley Law/Lakeside CA M Nicol & Company
Mr Christopher Watson Glenrose Developments Ltd Mandale Properties Ltd
God TV Max Housing Ltd
Grange Developments McCarthy And Stone Ltd
Great North Forest McLean Homes LTD
Mrs J Glenwright Grindon Community Association Captain Eddie Arnold Millfield CORPS Salvation Army
Mr John Brooks GVA Grimley Mobile Operators Association
Mr Roy Chamberlain Haig Homes Mr D McKinnon MODIS
Mr P Kendall Harraton Community Association Mrs [ Amstrong Murton Parish Council
Emma Bond Haslam Homes NE Mr James Crawley Muse Developments
Mr John Burke HBG Properties N Power
Head of Development Services Northumbria Mr Denis Robinson NCH Independent Visitors
Tourist Board NE Premier Homes
Headlight Network Rail
Mr Bruce Raven Healey And Baker Mr D Hampton Newbottle CA
Helios Properties Plc Mr Paul Taylor Nexus
Help The Aged Mr Kevin Fitzpatrick Nissan Motor Manufacturing (UK)
Mr syed Musaddique Hendon Islamic Society Mr Keit.h Lorraine Nomad E5 Housing Association Limited
Ahmed Mr Kevin Scott Norcroft
Linda Brewis Hendon Young Peoples Project Ms Samantha Scott Norcroft
Mrs Baker Hetton Community Association Ms Lynn Pyburn North East Ambulance Service
Mr Alan Hunter Historic England North East Pensioners Association
Fiona Brettwood HLP Design Mr Perry Vincent North Of England Refugee Service
Mr Peter Jordan Home Builders Federation North Regional Association For Sensory
Mr Jim Rafferty Home Housing Association Mr John Barnham Support
Houghton Racecourse Community Access Mr Ray Gibson North Star Housing Group
Anne Ramshaw .
Point Anne Ambrose North Welfare Rights Service
Mrs A Birkbeck Houghtgn Racecourse Community Charlotte Howse Northern Housing Consortium Ltd
Association Mr Andy Potts Northumbiria Police
Mr Willian Leong Housing 21 O H Properties
Norah Brown Hylton Castle Residents Association 02
Gillian Walker Jane Gibson Almshouses Oakapple Group Ltd
Mr Michael Armstong Job Centre Plus Mrs M Maddocks Ouston Parish Council
John Martin Associates Doreen Buckingham Pallion Action Group
Dr Hugh Newell John Stelling Mr Andy Leas Partnership Officer Durham Biodiversity
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Partnership Mrs P Burns Silksworth Community Association
Pele Housing Association B Palmer Silksworth Community Centre
Mrs Edna Rochester Pennywell Community Association AM Hutton Smiths Gore
Mrs Shale Penshaw Community Association Mr Andrew Hutton Smiths Gore
Mr Peter Jordan Persimmon Homes Ltd Linda Parker Social Enterprise Sunderland
Amanda Sutherland Pittington Parish Council Mr Mike Brunning Sound Waves
Mr Robert Taylor Plot Of Gold Ltd Mrs LA Etherington South Hylton Community Association
Primo Gladedale Andrea King South Tyneside Spatial Planning
Princess Royal Trust- Sunderland Mrs | Maw Southwick Youth And Community Association
. Programme Manager Sunderland BME Denise Wilson Springboard Sunderland Trust
Mr Dean Huggins " - .
Network Ms Suzanne Shaftoe Springwell Community Association
Project Manager Action For Children Mr Timothy Evershed Springwell Gospel Hall Trust
Tracey Cole Project Manager REACH Project Louise Wilson SRB6 Co-Ordinator
R J Construction And Developments UK Ltd Mrs M Lydiatt St Matthews (Newbottle)
Railway Housing Association And Benefit Mr Nigel Cunis St. Modwen Developments Limited
Fund Laura Ross Stewart Ross Associates
Mr Peter Churchill Red Box Design Group Mr Mark Brooker (Town Planner) storeys:ssp
Mrs Marion Gibb Redhc?us.e And District Community Sunderland Carers Centre
Association Gina Smith Sunderland Carers Centre
Mr Nick Sandford Regional Policy Officer The Woodland Trust Mr David Bridge Sunderland Civic Society
Rickleton Community Association Sunderland Clinical Commissioning Group
Jean Hart Riverside And Wearmouth Housing Gill McDonough Sunderland Council For Voluntary Service
Association Mr Tony Compton Sunderland Deaf Society Limited
Mr Michael Middlemiss Rivers.id<.e And Wearmouth Housing pat Burn Sunderland Federation Of Community
Association Associations
Riverside Developments UK Ltd Sunderland Maritime Heritage
Mr Adrian Goodall Rokeby Development Ltd Sunderland Mosque
Roker Developments Ltd Mr Lawrence Cook Sunderland People First
Mr Donald Cholston Rotary Club Of Bishopwearmouth Mr David Curtis Sunderland Volunteer Bureau
Mr Colin Haylock Ryder HKS Sungate
Mr P Hadley Ryhope Community Association Ms Liz Hughes Sunniside Partnership
Salvation Army Housing Association Kay Blyth Superintendent Northumbria Police
Emma Hulley Sanderson Weatherall Mr John Driver Taylor Wimpey
Scope London Offices Mr Phil James Taylor Wimpey
(Town Clerk) Seaham Town Council Mr Steven Willcocks Taylor Wimpey
Mr Eric Chaffe Seaton With Slingley Parish Council Mr Stewart Tagg Tees Valley Trust Limited
Pamela Tate SHAPS The Bridge Project
SHAW Support Services The Crown Estate
cJ Walker Sheddons View The Forestry Authority (Northumberland And
Mr Steve Murray Shepherd Homes Ltd Durham)
Angela Doige Shiney Advice And Resource Project Mr Richard Pow The Forestry Commission
Tracy Collins Shiney Row CA Mrs Bulmer The Fulwell Society
Mr J Mawston Shiney Row Community Association Mr Steve Carnaby The Planning Inspectorate
Sandra Thompson Signet The Secretary Grangetown Community
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Association Mr A Askew
Rose Freeman The Theatres Trust Mrs A Askew
Thompson Park Community Association Mr Dan Banning
Mr Peter Ottowell Three Rivers Housing Group Mr Matt Banning
Town End Farm Community Association Cally Bannister
Mr David Armstrong Two Castles Housing Gwen Bannister
TWRI Jodie Bannister
Jennifer Morrison Tyne and Wear Archaeology Officer Mrs Peter M Barrass
Tyne And Wear Passenger Transport Mr Peter Beal
Authority FMR Bell
Mr Philip Marsh University Of Sunderland Mr & Mrs IT Bell
Ms Annette Guy Village Community Association J Bell
Vodafone Mr Paul Bell
W Dot Homes A Beresford
Mr Simon Williamson Washington Millennium Centre Mr Christopher Bishop
Miss A Godfrey Wearside Gateway Donna Bishop
Anita Lord Wearside Women In Need HJ Bishop
Mrs Susie Clark We're Talking Homes (North East) Mr & Mrs % Black
Mrs J Hicks West Community Association Katelynn Bland
Mr Chris Francis Wildfowl And Wetlands Trust Mr FP Blue
Nuala Wright World Heritage Site Candidate IC Blue
Lauren Casey ZED Homes Ltd Susie Blyth
Mr John Adamson Mr Joe Bonalie
VA Adgar Susan Booker
Mrs K Aitken Mrs AM Bradford
Mr P Aitken Mr TE Bradford
Mr Balal Ali Mr Steve Breeds
Mr Paul Alison Mrs Lynn Bridnall
AM Amour Mr Joseph Brown
JM Amstrong K Brunger
Ava Anderson Eve Burns
Caroline Anderson Mrs Gracie Burns
Mr George Anderson Mrs Kathleen Burns
Mr George Anderson Mr Max Burns
R Anderson Ms Samantha Burns
S Anderson Mrs M Burrows
Miss Rachel Andrews Mr Fred Burton
PH Anthony JU Byron
Mrs Constance Applegarth Mrs Ada Carr
Mrs KH Appleton Carolyn Carr
Mr P Appleton Mr Jacob Carr
Mrs M Arnott Mr James Carr
Ms Joan Ashman Mr John Carr
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W Carrick A Dinning
Mr John Carruth Mr James Donnison Fletcher
Mary Cartwright Mr Dorner
Mr Graham Chantler Mr John Dowson
Jennifer Chantler M Duke
Mr Morgan Chantler Linda Ede
Mr George Chicken Kay Elder
Ingrid Chidgey T Elliott
Mrs J Chilton Mr & Mrs Ellis
Mr R Chilton Mr Charles Embleton
Mr Charlie Clapp Mrs Y Embleton
Mrs Allison Clarke C Etheridge
Mr John Clarke Mr Willian Evans
Mr Joseph Clarke Mr James Ewing
A Clements Mrs Maureen Failes
ND Clements Mr & Mrs Craig Falcus
Mr John Colclough Mr Laurence Fanin
A Coleclough Miss Kate Faulkener
Dorothy Coleclough Miss Emma Faulkner
Lisa Conlon Mr Jack Faulkner
Mr John Cooper Mr K Faulkner
Mrs Pauline Cooper Mrs N Faulkner
Rachel Cooper Miss Amy Fife
Mrs Margaret Copeland Mrs E Fife
Mrs M Corrigan Mr Grahame Fife
Mrs Frances Cowie Mr Terry Firman
Father Coyle D Fletcher
Debbie Craig Mrs 0 Fletcher
Mr Paul Craig CA Flinn
Linda Cryan D Flinn
D Cullen Mr Edward Flood
PJ Cullen Mr R Florance
PW Cullen Mrs H Florence
KJ Curran NI Foggin
KJ Curran Mr Alan Foley
Joan Cuthbertson Mrs Brenda Foote
Mr Ingrid Dalby FD Foote
Mrs T Dalby J Forster
Mr Alan C Davidson Mr GD Foster
Elaine Davidson RC Fraser
Mr Gavin Davis M Freeman
Mr Mark Davis Mrs P Gale
Mrs M Dawson Mr Gordon Gardner
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Mrs A George Nicola Hurst
Mr z Gillbanks Mrs E Irwin
Denise Gillott JB Irwin
Mrs J Glaister Mr R Jackson
Miss M E Glaister S Jacques
Mr Donald Glynn Marie Jasper
Sarah Gordon Mr Paul Jefferson
D Graham Mrs MA Jennings
E Graham Mr Terry Jennings
J Graham Lyndsey Johnson
Beverley Anne Gray Mr Robert Johnson
Audrey Hall Mr Christian Kerr
W Hall Mr Dennis Lambton
Denise Hannan Miss M Lambton
Mr Frant Hannan Miss Ellie Land
Mr Mark Hannan Mr Neil Latkin
Angela Hardy Mr John Lee
Mr Keith Hardy Mr R Lee
Mr lan Harris Mr G Lennox
Mrs Lisa Harris Mr Anthony Leonard
Mr Michael Hartnack Mrs M Lewins
Lynn Hartridge Joanne Lisgo
Amanda Hauxwell Mary Lisle
Mr Jordan Hauxwell Mrs M Livingstone
Margaret Haywood Mr Alexander Logan
Miss E Henderson Mrs Alison Logan
RJ Hepburn Miss Annabel Logan
Mr PJ Hibbery Mr Marcus Logan
Mr R Hillier Mr Stuart Logan
Mr Gavin Holmes Ms Gemma Lumsdon
SM Holt Mr Richard Lumsdon
Mrs Barbara Hope Carol Lynn
Mr Steve Hopkirk Mr James Magree
Mr David Horrigan Joyce Mallon
Ms Jane Horrigan Fiona Marran
Mr Keith Horrigan Mr Scott Marshall
Sarah Horrigan Mr Geroge Martin
B Houghton Mr Malcolm McArthur
Mrs Norma Houghton Margaret McArthur
Susan Houghton Mrs D McCartney
K Hughes Mr T McCartney
R Hughes Mr & Mrs McConnell
Mr Bert Huntley S McDougall
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Mr Craig McGill C Nelson
Karen McGill Mrs Diane Nelson
Mr Lee McGill | Nelson
Mr Steven McGill J Nelson
K McGlen M P Nelson
Joyce Mclnnes P Nelson
G Mcintyre D Nesbitt
Mrs N Mclver H Nesbitt
DA McKenna J Nesbitt
RS McKenna Mr J Nesbitt
Mrs AE McKeon M Nesbitt
Mr J McKeon Susan Nesbitt
W McKeon VA Nesbitt
Lynne McKevitt Mr Richard Nichol
Jill McKnight Mr Geroge Nicholson
C Meek Mrs Gladys Nicholson
D Meek Louise Oakley
Rebecca Mello Mrs Elizabeth Oliver
Mrs | Metcalf Mr Eric Oliver
Mr Robin Midson Gwenyth Oliver
Mr James Midwood Mr S Oliver (MRICS)
L Midwood SW O'Neill
Mr & Mrs Miles Mrs Elizabeth O'Sullivan
Mr Donald Miles Mr Kevin O'Sullivan
Audrey Miller Lily Oxley
Mrs F Miller Catherine Parker
Mr R Miller Mr Grahame Parker
Sheila Moffatt Mr Keith Parker
Mr David Moore M Parkin
Mr John D Moore Mr Alan Patrick
Marilyn Moore R Patterson
Mr L Morgan Mr WA Pattison
Marian Morgan JP Pearson
EE Morris Mrs M Peel
K Morris Mrs P Peele
Maureen Morrow Joan Perason
Mr D Mulholland Mr M Perriam
Mr James Mulholland Mr Bruce Perrie
Mrs Jean Mulholland Mrs Mavis Perrie
Mrs L Mulholland R Philips
Mr Raymond Murphy S Philips
Iris Myers A Pickering
Mr C Narrainen J Pickering
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K Pickup Mrs M Scott
K Pickup Mr T Scott
T Pickup MA Scott-Grey
E Pleasants Betty Senior
K Pleasants Mr Ronnie Senior
M Pleasants Mr TD Seymour
S Pleasants Mr Lee Sharpe
VA Pleasants Lesley Sharpe
Muriel Plemper Mr Kevin Sheppard
W Portsmouth Janice Simm
Evelyn Postlethwaite M Simpson
Mrs L Potter Mrs Doreen Smith
N Potter Mr Ray Smith
N Potter Mr & Mrs D Southern
N Potter Anna Steanson
Mr S Potter Mrs Jayne Steanson
Eileen Potts Mr Mark Steanson
Mr Bob Price Miss Olivia Steanson
Hazel Pringle Penelope Steanson
L Purvis Mrs Carole Stephenson
Mr D Rae Mr Foster Stephenson
Mr D Rae M Stephenson
Mrs L Rae A Stevens
Miss Wendy Ramsey Mr J Strong
Anne Rathbone-Wells Ms Pauline Stubbings
Mr Luke Raymond Michelle Sweeney
Mrs A Rennie B Tate
Mr M B Rennie B Tate
Mr Alex Reynolds J Tate
Felicity Ripley Linzi Tate
Mr Philip Ritzema Mr David Tatters
R Ritzema Mrs B Taylor
Katie Roberts Mr Barry Taylor
Gillian Robertson Mr Ben Taylor
Mr K Robinson Mr G Taylor
Mrs M Robinson Mr Gordon Taylor
Ruth Robinson Jean Taylor
Leslie Robson Mr Brian Teggert
Lucy Rouse Angela Templeman
Mrs D Routledge Mr Mitchell Templeman
Mr Dale Royce Wood SC Templeman
Mr M P Sawicki Mr & Mrs Tennant
Andrea Scollen FlJ Thirlaway
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[ Thirlaway L Williams
Delice Thompson Mr Lee Williams
Mr Martin Tibbo Lesley Williams
A Tiffen Mr George Wind
Mr Terry Tiffen Mrs Janet Wind
Mr & Mrs Wilfred Tindale A Wombwell
Mrs M Trewhitt Mrs Clare Wood
Mr S Trewhitt Mr & Mrs J Wood
L Tuff Mr & Mrs J Wood
M Tunbull Mrs LW Wood
Clare Turnbull M Wood
JH Turnbull Mr John Young
Mr John Turnbull S Young
E Tweedy
Amy Tyzack
Mrs Carole Vorley
Mrs Lynn Wales
Mr Michael Wales
M Walker
Mr Kenneth Walton
Christina Ward
Mr William James Ward
Maxine Warrener
Mrs H Watson
Mr J Watson
Mrs Maureen Watson
Mr & Mrs P Weatherburn
Xenia Webster
Mr David Weir
Helen Weir
Ann White
Mr RA White
Mr W White
D Whitfield
F Whitfield
Mr John D Whittaker
Mrs Maureen Whittaker
Lisa wild
Mr Brian Wilkinson
D Wilkinson
Mrs S Wilkinson
C Williams
Caitlyn Williams
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Growth options

consultation

Whatis this
consultation
all about?

Sunderland City Council is preparing a
Local Plan to help guide how Sunderland
develops between now and 2033, Al local
authorities are required by central
government to prepare a Local Plan.

A key part of the Local Plan is the Core
Strategy. The Core Strategy sets out the
direction for planning in the city including
the number of new homes needed, where
offices and factories could be buift and
what new roads and cther infrastructure
will be needed to support development.

The last draft of the Core Strategy was
produced in 2013. Since then new
developments have taken place in the city
and new opportunities have arisen such as
the emerging proposal to develop an
International Advanced Manufacturing
Park near the current Nissan factory. These
changes mean that we need to review and
update the Core Strategy. New evidence
on the city's population and economy has
been prepared to support this review.

As part of that review we need to consider
options for how growth in Sunderland
could take place. This consultation is about
your views on those options. The City
Council needs to know which option is the
best for Sunderland and the people who
live and work here so it can be buift into
our future plan.

APPENDIX 13: Growth Options Consultation (2016) —
Consultation Leaflet

D
Sunderland
City Council

In recent years Sunderland has seen significant jobs growth, but figures suggest that an increasing number of
these jobs are taken by people who live outside of Sunderland and commute into the city for work This means
that more people travel into the city for work, but live elsewhere. i also means that Sunderland is not getting the
full financial benefit of the extra jobs created

The number of new houses completed in Sunderland has been generally highy around 700 each year over the
past 10-15 years, but this number has been affected quite considerbly by demolitions that have taken place.
These losses reduced the annual net average to around 300 houses per year. However, these demolitions have
now largely come to an end and last year saw 895 new houses being built in the city.

Between 2001 and 2011, Sunderland's population fell from 284,000 to just under 276000. Sunderand was the
only city in the United Kingdom to see population fall during that period. Official Government projections show
that Sunderland's population is expected to grow only slightly over the next 20 years It is a concern that the
number of people choosing to move out of Sunderland is highest amongst the ‘working-age’ population,
particularly those aged 20-39.

These factors could have a major long term impact on the prosperity of the city and need to be addressed if the
city is to prosper.

The Come Strategy is one of the most important documents that can influence future development and tackle
some of these issues.

Assessing the future level of housing need for new homes in Sunderland has been carried out
with a new in-depth study. This study, carried out by experts, includes what is known as the
‘Objectively Assessed Need for Housing'. It has helped us to understand how many new
homes might need to be built in the city.

Sunderland City Council has been carrying out extensive research to fully understand the development needs of
Sunderland in the foreseeable future. This includes likely changes to population in the city, to housing needs and
employment.

Some of the research carried out includes:

A Strategic Housing Market Assessment, which provides a detailed overview of the future housing needs
of Sunderland

An Employment Land Review, which looks into expected employment growth in the city
A Demographic Analysis, which provides forecasts of Sunderland’s population and household changes
A Strategic Land Review, which details and assesses all potential development sitesin the city

A Green Belt Review, which looks at the mle of the green belt and examines whether any parts could be
amended.

An updated Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment

These documents provide a robust basis to identify possible options for the growth of Sunderland between now
and 2033. Copies of all of these documents are available to view in your local library, at the Civic Centre (during
office hours) and also online at www sunderland gov.uk/growthoptions

Wewould welcome your comments on any of these documents, particularly the Strategic Land Review and
Green Belt Review.
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The options

Low growth

The low growth option broadly follows current predictions from Central Government about population growth.
This will see a declining working age population in the city. It is likely that continuing low population growth would
see declining public services such as schools and could further reduce shopping activity in the city centre and
local centres. The low level of housebuilding would resutt in limited choices in new housing

What this option could look like:

Housing: Construction of around 515 new homes ayear across the city. This would give a limited choice in the
housing fypes needed to meet the needs of a resident workforce. it would not meet the Objectively Assessed
MNeed for housing,

E y and Employ t: Likely decline of almost 10,000 in the working age population by 2033,
Economic growth in the city could be harmed through a lack of local workforce to fill potential new jobs. This will
have an adverse impact on investment and the planned economic growth for Sunderland.

Sustainable Communities: The continued decrease in the working age population and in the number of
children means that there may be a need to close some services as demand reduces. In parallel there will be an
increase in the proportion of residents who are over 70.

Transport: Would not provide all the homes needed for a local resident labour force. High levels of commuting
would still occur, having the significant impact on ransport infrastructure across the city.

Environment: Development would be delivered on currently identified ‘brown field and ‘green field sites.
No additional areas of greenfield land will be required.

Medium growth

This option would see improved growth that could help to maintain existing services. There would be some
increase in overall population. A higher number of new homes would help to reduce the number of people
choosing to move out of the area and increase the working age population. With a greater choice in housing
types, there would be economic benefits as more people choose to live in Sunderland. A moderate increase of
commuting to meet the expected jobs growth would also mean a lower impact on transport infastructure.

What this option could look like:

Housing: Construction of around 820 new homes each year across the city, with more choice in types of
housing encouragng fewer people to leave Sunderland.

E y and Employ t: An increase of around 2,000 in the working age population of the city. Some
improvemnent in access to local employment, with jobs across all skill levels

Sustainable Communities: Amodest increase in the population of the city. The higher working age population
supports economic growth, protects local services such as schools and maintains demand for shops and services
inlocal centres and the city centre.
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In your area:

In order to deal with planning effectively, in the 2013 Core Strategy Sunderland is split into 5 areas. Each of these
has a different character and rmnge of planningissues and opportunities.

Transpark: The limitsd increass in theworking ags population means that commuting into Sunderiand The Central Area is a small area straddling both sides of the Wear, close to the mouth of the river. It has a

will continue. modest population of 3,200 residents. It houses the main commertial and administrative area of Sunderland,
including the city centre. On the northern bank of the river sits the Stadium Park and Sheepfolds
development sites. In the 2013 Core Strategy the Central Area is proposed to be the main location
for major office, retail and leisure uses.

Environment: Very likely that additional greenfield sites and land in settlement breaks will be required. Option
could potentially accommodate growth but does not provide for flexibility in the land supply in the long term,
so some Green Belt land could be required.
The Sunderland South area covers 4,284 hectares and is the most populated part of the city, with 116,000
people living in it (around 422 of the city population). It has natural boundaries of the River Wear to the north

Highel‘ gl‘owth and the coast to the east. The A19 isthe boundary to the west and south. In the 2013 Core Strategy
the Sunderland South area is proposed to be the location for major growth of new housing in
This option would see the biggest increase in housing numbers. Higher numbers and much improved choice in the city.

housing would significantly reduce the number of people choosing to leave the city and attract more people to
live in Sunderland. The high levels of housing development would deliver a growing population, completely
reversing current trends.

The Sunderland North area is mainly urban with just over 55,100 residents, or 209 of the city’s population.
It is bounded by the coast to the east. the Green Belt to the north, the A19 to the west and River Wear to the
south. Inthe 2013 Core Strategy, emphasis in Sunderland North was given to the regeneration of
the sea front with new housing in the area developed when opportunities arise.

Washington began building in the 1960s as part of the ‘new towns’ progrmmme. [t has the second largest
population of all of the sub-areas, with approximately 55,200 residents (202 of the total population).
Developed as a series of villages, it also has modern employment areas. Washington is surrounded by Green
Belt In the 2013 Core Strategy. Washington is seen as a key location for new economic
Economy and Employment: An increase of around 7,000 in the working age population. Improved access to development and job creation. Only a low amount of new housing was proposed.

local employment. with more jobs across all skill levels

Housing: Construction of around 1,055 new homes each year across the city with significant improvement in
the choice of housing fypes and tenures. This is a high number bearing in mind the recent level of housing
completions in the city.

The Coalfield is the |largest of the areas inthe city, covering over 5500 hectares or around 42% of the city. It

S inable Communities: Increased resident population will help support vibrant town and local centres. is made up of a number of former mining towns and villages that include Houghton-le-Spring and Hetton-le-
There may also be other benefits for communities through funding of services through Section 106 money and Hole. It isthe least densely populated of the areas with 46,000 residents (17%¢ of the city's population). In the
potentially Community Infrastructure Levy from developers. This option could result in additional schools being 2013 Core Strategy, regeneration in the Coalfield is proposed to focus on building newhomes.
needed due to increasing pressure from the higher population.

EP Eherpep Sunderland City Council needs to consider whether the approach for each area as set out in the 2013 Core
Transport: High growth would see an increase in traffic movemnent across the city. To an extent thiswould be Strategy is still appropriate to meet the growth of the city. Findings from the recent evidence documents
offset by the reduction in in-commuting. suggest that
Environment: Increased risk to landscape character as significant land would nead to be released from There is a need for more housing in Washington; there is also a lack of employment land in this area;

Settlenent Breaks and Green Belt. . . )
There may be a need to reconsider the capacity of the Coalfield to accommodate new housing due to

infrastructure constraints such as mad access,

The role of North and South Sunderland could change with the completion of the new bridge across the
Wear effectively joining these areas. There is a current lack of employment land in Sunderland North but an
‘Greenfield’ sites are those that have not been developed in any way. Sites that have over-supply in Sunderland South.
poeviously besn sired ohomes orinchisty or?therdevelo?ment are as hialdt; Further work is being carried out on retail need in the city and at this stage we would welcome your thoughts on
Se'.:tlement Breaklsare areas ?fop.en land that lie between villages or between parts of the where any new shopping facilities might be located.
built area of the City, separating different communities. Green Belt is a specific term used for
land that is formally protected from most types of new development unless an exceptional
need can be shown.
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For further information on the Growth Options please visit the counci’s website: What a re your VleWS 0 n the
www.sunderland gov.uk/growthoptions H
B /ooy growth options?
The best way to comment on the Growth Options is on-line and you can do this through the website
‘You can also e-mail your comments to us at planningpolicy(@sunderiand gov.uk
Or you can also write fo us with your comments at-
Policy Section (Growth Options) Room 3.94, Civic Centre, Sunderland, SR2 7DN 1. Ofthe three Growth Options proposed which one do you think is the most appropriate for the city and
should be taken forward in the Core Strategy?
O Low Growth O Medium Growth O High Growth
Policy officers will be avaiable to answer your questions at the following venues:- 2. Are there any other options that you think should be considered?
Date Venue Time
Saturday 21 May City Library, Fawcett Street SR1 1RE 10am — 12.30pm ) o o )
. As set out previously, the 2013 draft Core Strategy divides the city into 5 sub-areas and proposes a different

Monday 23 May Houghton Library. Newbottle Street DH4 4AF 10am - 12pm approach to how each of these areas might be developed over the next 20 years.

Bunnyhill Centre, Hylton Lane SRS 4BW 3.30pm-— &30 pm
Tuesday 24 May Kayll Road Library SR4 7Tw 10am— 1pm 3. Doygou trgnk thatghese approaches are still appropriate and should be used as a basis for the next version of

Ryhope Library, Black Road SR2 ORX 2pm-—Spm the Core Strategy?
Wednesday 25 May Washington Library, The Galleries NE38 7RZ 10am — 1.30pm 0O es O Ne

Futwell Library, Dene Lane SR& 8EH 4.30pm — 6.30pm o )

. ) 4. If Mo, do you think different approaches should be used? What proportion of land for development do you

Thursday 26 May Sa':‘dh'” Centrlev Grindon Lane SR3 4EN 10am — 1pm think should be used in each sub-area? More./less for housing? More/less for employment? What are your

Shiney Row Library. Chester Road DH4 4RB Zpm —4pm views on the location of new retailing? Please set out your views below:
Friday 27 May Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road DHS SNE 10am - 12pm

Washington Millennium Centre, Concord NE37 20D 2pm - 5pm mmm Retailing | Your views or suggestions:
Monday 6 June City Library, Fawcett Street SR1 1RE 10am — Zpm

Washington Millennium Centre, Concord NE37 20D 3.30pm— 6pm
Tuesday 7 June Shiney Row Library, Chester Road DH4 4RB 10am — 12pm sxd

Ryhope Library, Black Road SR2 ORX 2pm —4pm
Wednesday 8 June Hetton Centre Library, Welfare Road DHS SNE 10am — 1pm Sunderiand

Sandhill View, Grindon Lane SR34EN 2pm - 5pm South
Thursday 9 June Bunnyhill Library. Hylton Lane SRS 4BW 10am — 12pm

Wearside Health & Racquets Club, Camberwell Way,

Doxford Park, SR3 3XN 3pm—7pm Sunderland
Friday 10 June Kayll Road Library SR4 7TW 11am— 1pm

Futwell Library, Dene Lane SRE 8EH 3pm - S5pm
Saturday 11 June Houghton Library, Newbotile Street DH4 4AF 10am — 12pm Washington

Washington Library, The Galleries NE38 TRZ 1pm-—3pm

Coalfield
All responses that we receive on the Growth Options will be used to shape the next version of the Core Strategy.
This will be known as the "Publication Plan” and marks the next stage in the preparation of the Core Strategy. It is ) N
due out later in 2016. Your Mame: e-mait
. . . . . Address:
The Core Strategy will then be submitted to the Secretary of State in early 201 7. 1t will be examined by an
independent Government Inspector during summer 2017 before it can be formally adopted by the council as the
statutory development plan for the city. 0 Please tick here if you do not wish to be kept informed of future consultations on the Core Strategy
Remember to submit your comments to us by 1 July 2016 Please submit your comments to us by 1July 2016
[=-
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APPENDIX 14: Growth Options Consultation (2016) —
Press Releases and Publicity

o
Sunderand
City Council

Sunderland
Growth options

consultation

Sunderland City Council is preparing a Local Plan to help guide how Sunderland develops
betwaen now and 2033,

Akeypart of e Local Plan & the Core Strategy which s2ts cut the direction for ganning in the dty induding the numbs

of newhomes neaded whes offices and factories could be buit and what rew mads and other nfrstructus will b2

reeded to support development

To develop the 7 eed o Corneich o for o inSunderiand couldtake place ard we vant your

vigws on theszoptions We nead toknow which option & the best for Sundariand and the paople who live and wosk here, 1
We want your views

Drop into one of our sessions whens repesentatives fom the councils proect team wil be on hand to give an ovendas

an fhe Gowth Optionsand answer questions

Cormultation starts on Thursday 19 May 2016 and we need to eeeive your comments no later than Spm on 1 uly 2016,

Date ‘Venue and Time

Ssturday21Msy  CltylLibrary, 10am - 12:30pm

Monday 23 May Houghton Library, 10sm — 12pm and Burinyhill Cantre, 330pm —530 pm
Tuesday 24 May Kayll Road, 10am — 1 pm and Ryhope Library, 2pm — Spm

W day 25May LLibrary, 10am — 1.30pm and Fulwell Library, 430pm —630pm
Thursday 26 May  Sandhill Centre, 10am — 1pm and Shiney Row LI brary, 2pm — 4pm

Friday 27 May Hetton Lilbrary, 10am — 12pm and Washington Millennium Centre, 2pm — Spm
Monday 6 |une Clity Library, 10am — 2pm and Washington Millennlum Centre, 330pm — Spm
Tuesday 7 June Shiln gy Row Library, 108m — 1 2pm and Ryhope Library, 2pm —4pm

Wednesday 8June  Hetton Library, 10am — 1pm and Sandhil| View, 2pm - Spm

Thursday 9june Bunnyhill Library, 10am — 12pm and Wearside Health & Racquets Club, 3pm - Jpm
Friday 10 June [Kayll Rewd, 11am—1pm and Fulwell Library, 3pm — Spm

Ssturday11june  Houghton Library, 1 0sm — 1 2pm and Weshington Library, 1pm — 3pm

‘fiou can ako visit any of the ibraries in Sundedand to view a int copy of e consuita fon dooument and supparting
nfomation and complete the comments form

Forfurther atlo your

nline visit: www sunderland gov.uk/growthoptions
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Sundeﬂand

Growth options consultation

Sunderland City Council is preparing a Local
nderland develops

Plan to help guide how Sul
between now and 2033,

A by puart of T Lol Pan T Come Sirategy whch ers, ot i
chmetion r pharvng 1 B Oy FOUSNg T rumEer of M e
rwedecd, wheme e o Lackries coukd e DU 70 WA ew Aty
A0t FRARLE b e Peeded 15 MCOON DRWICOTATL

Lo et the Ciove Statny e Pt B2 GOty S0P Bor gt
e a1 e mard YU Ve 5 WD CERON B e bt
Sunderiand and 1 peogie wh ber ad wah hee

Drop-in sessions:

Saturday T Moy Thursday 14 May
Sl Lo, Jwm = Tom

Ty Ly $0iaem = 1.2 Ko

Srwwy R Lbswy, 2o = dom

Martay 33 bay
gt ton Ltswry e - Lpre Frvday I7 Moy Thursday ¥ e
Tirvagd Corton 3 X - 62007 Hettons Ly, Marti= 130 Myt Liwry Wum -« 13oem
Wmh o Merrmen Centre. oo - Som Winarucks Heatt A Bacen D8 Yo - Tom
\.-.;uun
gt Bran] 1 - Tgrn Moy § has Friey 10 hane
Byrupe Ly, 3oen =7y Cay Lty V0w - 2prm Tt Bt 10w = Yo
Vertwgon Miemam Cerfre, 100 - g Pkt Libvary, Jpre - Som
Wemdrasday T3 May
Wenrwrgrn Lbewy Ve - 1 g Tumaday 7 b Sty 11 e

Frtest Litary 4 Xpws - £ X0gv

Sy fow Lixry My - 120m
Byt Libsary oot - dpm

We want your views

Drog reo e of Ot srsscrn wihert Sreur st bor e couraly
et 10 ol De O N 10 g 00 Overdew on the Gaoath

oo and armess Qsoms

Cormutaton starts on Thursday 19 May 2014 and we reed 1o
SO you COMITEnES no Leer Bhan Sem on 1 Ly 2004

Tous €30 350 vt any of e Bnnes i Sundeniand & vew 8 Dt cooy
A e COmRItion 0Dt BN BOporT g nhrunon g
COmpiste e Comment o

e sunderiand gov i grewthoptions.

Wednasduy § june
oo Lteary s - Torm
e e

Hougrton Lirry 10w - 1 dom
Wi Litrwy, om - X

Page | 134



landechoonline

SUNDERLANDECHO | 3

|

O@ﬂhhrhmloeh‘o

Wearside Local
Plans goes on show

A series of roadshows on
Sunderland’s Local Plan
will come to Houghton and
Washington tomorrow.

The plan is to help guide
how Sunderland develops
between now and 2033 and
where thousands of homes
could be built.

The roadshow will be at
Houghton Library, from
10am to noon, and Wash-
ington Library, from 1pm t
3pm. X

A key part of the plan is
the corestrategy, which sets
out the direction for plan-
ning in the city including
the number of new homes
needed, where offices and
factories could be built.

Councillor Mel Speding,
the City Council’s Cabinet
Secretary, said: “We want
people’sviewsontheoptions.

“We need to know which
option they think is the best

- forSunderlandandwhat they
think is best for everybody
who lives and works here.

Coun MelSpeding

“The council’s project team
are on hand to discuss the
growth options and answer
questions at the roadshows.”

All local authorities must
prepare a Local Plan, and
more informationisavailable
onlineat: sunderland.gov.uk/
growthoptions and the dead-
line for commentsisnot later
than 5pmon Friday, July1.

€00~ 1-¥-35dN
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APPENDIX 15: Growth Options Consultation (2016) —

Responses Schedule

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Mr David Support for high growth option Please see main report
Gibson and the approaches set out in the | for Council's approach
2013 Core Strategy document to growth in the City
Ms Elizabeth Supports the high growth option Your comments have
Swann and the approaches set out in the | been given due
2013 Core Strategy document. consideration. Please
Would like to see more new see the main report for
development in the City Centre. the Council's preferred
growth option.
Mr John Supports medium growth option Your comments have
Stoker and the approaches to been noted and given

development set out in the 2013
Core Strategy document however
would like to see more
employment uses in the Central
area and less housing in the
Coalfields.

due consideration. The
main report outlines
the Council's preferred
growth option.

James Magog

Supports the higher growth
option but does not believe that
the approach set out in the 2013
Core Strategy document is still
relevant. Believes there should
be more residential and
employment uses in the central
area and that retail development
would be concentrated around
the City Centre. Would like to
see more residential in
Sunderland North and South and
that they should be higher end
units. Would also like to see
more employment uses around
the port and Hendon for those
that don't have access to the new
employment on the A19.

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and will be used along
with other to inform the
next draft of the Core
Strategy.

Mr Ashley
Curle

Supports the medium growth
option and the approaches set
out in the 2013 Core Strategy
document. Would like to see

Your comments have
been given due
consideration and will
be used with others to

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
more brownfield land developed. | inform the spatial
Would like to see more strategy in the next
employment uses in the Central draft of the Core
area but should not be of a Strategy.
quality that compromises the City
Centre. Need more housing,
employment and better quality
retailing in South Sunderland and
the Coalfields and better quality
housing and more employment in
North Sunderland.

John Hope Supports the high growth option Your comments have
and does not agree with the been given due
approach set out on the 2013 consideration and will
Core Strategy document. Need to | be used along with
look at retailing trend and adapt others to inform the
the offer on the High Street to spatial strategy in the
match demand which is not next draft of the Core
necessarily retail. If we are to Strategy.
retain population then the
housing offer needs to be more
attractive. Need to provide
bigger, higher quality residential
to be able to compete with other
areas of the north east and the
south east.

Mr Richard Supporter of the low growth Vacant properties are

Bradley option and believes that bringing | being brought back into
vacant buildings back into use will | use in the City;
alleviate pressure to build on the unfortunately there is
Greenbelt. Does not agree with insufficient supply to
the approach set out in the 2013 meet the City's housing
Core Strategy document and needs. Your comments
would like to see more residential | regarding the location
development in the City Centre of development have
and less multinational retailers been given due
and less residential development | consideration and along
in South Sunderland. with others will be used

to inform the spatial
strategy in the next
draft of the Core
Strategy

Mr John Bell Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and will be used along
Strategy document is still with others to inform
appropriate. Would like to see the next draft of the
more housing in Sunderland Core Strategy.
South and the Coalfields and
more employment uses in the
Coalfields and Sunderland North.
Mr Michael Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
Watson option and believes the approach | given due consideration

set out in the 2013 Core Strategy
is still relevant. Would like to see
more housing and employment
uses in all areas except the
Coalfield where it is considered to
be about right and there is a need
for more affordable housing.

and along with others
will inform the next
draft of the Core
Strategy.

Supports high growth option and
believes that the approach set
out in the approach set out in the
2013 Core Strategy document is
still appropriate. Would like to
see more executive housing
provided to ensure a

wealthier population base

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with other
will inform the next
draft of the Core
Strategy.

Supports the low growth option
and believes that the approach
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy
document is no longer
appropriate. Would like to see
all new housing development on
brownfield land and more
housing and employment uses in
Central Sunderland. New
retailing in the City Centre should
be aimed at areas that

need revitalisation and housing
should be aimed at students.
Would like to see less housing in
South Sunderland as new
developments would cause
congestion and more
employment uses in Washington

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with others
will inform the next
draft of the Core
Strategy.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
and the Coalfields as well as more
housing in Washington
Mr Gary Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Cassidy and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and will be used along
documents is no longer with other to inform the
appropriate. Should consider next draft of the Core
merging with Seaham and South Strategy.
Tyneside. Would like to see more
housing in Central, North and
South Sunderland and more
employment in Central and North
Sunderland. Stopping the decline
of the City Centre retailing should
be a priority.
Mr Peter Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
Beal option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy document is still will inform the next
appropriate. Would like to see as | draft of the Core
much development as possible on | Strategy
brownfield land.
Anna Supports the higher growth Your comments will be
Hargrave option but does not believe the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy document is still will be used to inform
appropriate. Believes that there | the next draft of the
are numerous brownfield and Core Strategy
derelict sites that should be used
before greenfield and Greenbelt.
The City Centre has a lot of
potential and needs more higher
end retailers. Would like to see
more employment uses in North
Sunderland, Washington and the
Coalfields and more
residential and better links to the
Galleries in Washington.
Ms Pauline Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
Hopper option and considers the given due consideration

approaches set out in the 2013
Core Strategy document to still be
appropriate.

and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Core Strategy.
Mr Brian Agrees that the City should grow Your comments will be
Cree but should do so in a responsible | given due consideration
manner. Does not what to see and will be used along
Greenbelt land built on with other to inform the
next draft of the Core
Strategy
Miss Joanne Agrees that the City should grow Your comments will be
Walker but should do so in a responsible | given due consideration
manner. Does not what to see and will be used along
Greenbelt land built on with other to inform the
next draft of the Core
Strategy
Mrs Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Catherine and believes the approach set out | given due
Jowett in the 2013 Core Strategy consideration and along
document is appropriate with others will inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy
Mr Craig Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Bittlestone and does not believe the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will inform the next
Would like to see more housing, draft of the Core
employment uses and taller Strategy
buildings in Central Sunderland
and new retail development
concentrates in the City Centre.
Would like to see more housing
and employment uses in South
Sunderland and brownfield sites
developed before greenfield and
greenbelt. Any new retail
development in North Sunderland
should be centred around the
new Seaburn development and
Seaburn Camp should not be built
on. Washington and the
Coalfields should not be
expanded but links by road and
public transport should be
improved to the City Centre,
Mr Stephen Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Goldsmith but does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will inform the next
Would like to see the City Centre draft of the Core
extend with more residential Strategy.
development and facilities to
support them as well as the North
Bridge Street area in North
Sunderland
Mrs Liz Reid Adviser Supports the approach set out in Your comments will be
Springwell the 2013 Core Strategy and given due consideration
Village Resident believes that the land being and along with others
Association released from the Greenbelt to will inform the next
facilitate the development of draft of the Core
IAMP is sufficient. Brownfield Strategy.
sites should be developed before
greenfield and Greenbelt and
development
should be focused in Central
Sunderland
Mccarthy & Senior Planning Supports high growth option Your comments will be
Stone Ziyad Associate The although markets will affect the given due consideration
Thomas Planning Bureau delivery. and along with others
Ltd. Believes that the approach set will inform the next
out in the 2013 Core Strategy draft of the Core
document is still appropriate. Strategy.
Would like to see more
residential development in the
north of the City.
Miss Natalie | Senior Business Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Hodgson Analyst Gentoo and believes the approach set out | given due consideration
Group in the 2013 Core Strategy and along with others
document is still appropriate will inform the next
draft of the Core
Strategy
Mr Gary Bunt Support low growth option and Your comments will be

does not believe that the
approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy document is still
appropriate. Does not support
the release of Green Belt land for
development. Would like to see
more employment uses in

given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Central, South and North
Sunderland and Washington.
Would like to see more
residential in North and Central
Sunderland and the Coalfields
and improves in retail
everywhere. better retailing
everywhere
Mr Martin Supports the medium growth
Terry option
and believes that the approach
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy
is still appropriate. Would like to
see more housing in Central
Sunderland and the Coalfields
Mr James Strategic Land Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Reid Buyer Barratt but does not believe that the given due consideration
David Wilson approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Homes Strategy is still appropriate. will inform the next
Would like to see more draft of the Core
residential and employment uses | Strategy.
in Central and North Sunderland,
Washington and the Coalfields
Mrs Liz Reid Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy document is still will inform the next
appropriate. Would like to see draft of the Core
more housing and employment Strategy.
uses in Central Sunderland and
the Coalfields.
Mrs Valerie Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
Milnes option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. Does | will be used to inform
not use the City Centre due to the next draft of the
poor accessibility and would like Core Strategy
to see more residential and
employment uses in the
Coalfields as well as a better retail
offer.
Mrs Janine Supports the low growth option Your comments will be
Edworthy and believes that the approach given due consideration

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate. Would like to will be used to inform
see most development focussed the next draft of the
within the inner areas and Core Strategy.
believes that any further loss of
the Greenbelt other than that
which is proposed for IAMP
would have detrimental impact
on the City inner areas imp
sufficient
Dr lan Supports low growth option and Your comments will be
Edworthy believes that the approach set given due consideration
out in the 2013 Core Strategy and along with others
document is no longer will be used to inform
appropriate. Believes that there the next draft of the
should be more housing Core Strategy.
development in South and North
Sunderland and more
employment uses in South, North
and Central Sunderland. The land
that is being released in the
Green Belt for the development
of IAMP is sufficient and any
more would have a detrimental
impact on the City.
Mr Nick Government Believes that the approach set Your comments will be
Sandford Affairs Officer out in the 2013 Core Strategy is given due consideration
Woodland Trust still appropriate and would like to | and along with others
see growth that does not impact will inform the next
on the City's woodland areas draft of the Core
Strategy
Mr James Director Durham Supports low growth option and Your comments will be
Cokill Wildlife Trust does not believe that the given due

approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy document is still
appropriate. Questions how the
results of the EU referendum will
impact on the growth of the City

consideration and along
with others will inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy. With
regards to the results of
the EU referendum the
Local Plan will be based
on the most up to date
evidence available at
the time of writing.
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Pippa O&H Properties Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Cheetham and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate. will inform the next
draft of the Core
Strategy
Mrs Janet Support for the low growth Your comments will be
Wilkinson option and believes that the given due consideration
approach put forward in the 2013 | and along with others
Core Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Thinks that new development the next draft of the
needs to be of the right type to Core Strategy.
retain young people, provide
them with good quality housing
and skilled jobs. Also new
development needs to provide
facilities.
Mr John Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Carruth and believes that the IAMP needs | given due consideration
to be balanced with high quality and along with others
housing development will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
Mr Richard Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Luke and believes that the IAMP needs | given due consideration
to be balanced with high quality and along with others
housing development. Also feels | will be used to inform
that the green belt boundary is the next draft of the
drawn so tightly around Core Strategy.
Springwell that itis a
development constraint.
Mrs Karen Supports the higher growth Your comments will be
Luke option and believes that given due consideration
Washington is an attractive and will be used along
location with more detached with others to inform
houses and lower vacancy rates. the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
Mr Richard Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Luke and believes the City needs a firm | given due consideration

policy approach to reversing
population decline.

and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details

Miss Karen Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Simpson and believes that the given due consideration
employment development needs | and along with others
to be balanced with an will be used to inform
appropriate residential offer. the next draft of the

Core Strategy.

Mr R Luke Supports high growth option and | Your comments will be
would like to see more residential | given due consideration
and employment uses in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform
Also believes that a firm policy is | the next draft of the
required in order to reverse Core Strategy.
population decline.

Mrs Lydia Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

James and believes that the approach given due consideration
published as part of the 2013 and along with others
Core Strategy document is still will be used to inform
appropriate. Also considers the the next draft of the
Greenbelt boundary is drawn too | Core Strategy
tightly around Springwell and
believes it is a constraint to
development.

Mrs Laura Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Bailey and would like to see more given due consideration
residential and employment uses | and will be used
in Washington to support workers | alongside others to
at Nissan inform the next draft of

the Core Strategy
Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and believes it is the only option given due consideration
to deliver and balance market and will be used along

Mrs Janet with greater choice of type and with others to inform

James tenure the next draft of the

Core Strategy.

Mr Raymond Supports the higher growth Your comments will be

Luke option and would like to see given due consideration
more high quality housing in and along with others
Washington to support will be used to inform
developments at Nissan the next draft of the

Core Strategy.
Mr Grant Believes that the high growth Your comments will be
Owen option is the only realistic option given due consideration

to improve the choice of housing

and along with others
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
types and tenures in Sunderland. | will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
Mr Keith Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Culmer and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and will be used along
Washington as it is considered a with others to inform
key industrial location within the next draft of the
Sunderland and that housing Core Strategy.
provision needs to be balanced
with the employment offer.
Mrs Heidi Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Mallinson an believes that the Greenbelt given due consideration
boundary is drawn so tightly and will be used with
around Springwell that it is a others to inform the
constraint to development that next draft of the Core
needs to be addressed Strategy
Mrs Lillian Supports high growth option and | Your comments will be
Luke believes that there is little scope given due consideration
for identification of medium and and will be used
large housing allocations outside alongside others to
Green Belt/Strategic Breaks in inform the next draft of
Washington. the Core Strategy.
Mrs Pauline Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Carruth and believes it is the only realistic | given due consideration
option if there is to be an and will be used along
improvement in the choice of with other to inform the
housing types and tenures in next draft of the Core
Sunderland. Would like to see Strategy.
more residential development in
Washington
Mr Rick Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Evershed and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington as it is considered an | will be used to inform
attractive location to potential the next draft of the
movers Core Strategy
Mrs Wendy Supports the higher growth Your comments will be
Culmer option and would like to see given due consideration

more residential development in
Washington as it is believed to be
an attractive area for potential
movers with more detached

and will be used with
other to inform the next
draft of the Core
Strategy.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
houses and lower vacancy rates.
Miss Carlin Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Evershed and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and will be used along
Washington. with others to inform
Believes that the Greenbelt the next draft of the
boundary around Springwell is Core Strategy.
drawn too tightly and is a
development constraint which
needs to be addressed.
Mrs Hannah Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Saltmarsh and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform
Believes that the Greenbelt the next draft of the
boundary is drawn too tightly Core Strategy.
around Springwell which is a
development constraint which
needs to be addressed.
Mr David Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Storey and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate. Would like to will be used to inform
see more residential the next draft of the
developments and employment Core Strategy.
uses in North Sunderland and
Washington. Suggests additional
housing in Springwell and believes
that the site at the bottom of
Peareth Hall Road would be
appropriate and would be a good
site to increase good housing
options within a short distance of
new development at Nissan.
Mr Laurie Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Luke and would like to see more given due consideration

residential development in
Washington.

Believes that Washington is a key
industrial location and that
housing provision needs to be
balanced with the employment
offer.

and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Mrs Isabel Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Saltmarsh and would like to see the more given due consideration
residential development in and will be used along
Washington. with others to inform
Believes that the Greenbelt the next draft of the
boundary around Springwell is Core Strategy.
drawn too tightly and is a key
development constraint which
needs to be addressed. so the
core strategy presents an
opportunity to take a more
balanced approach towards
economic development and
housing choice, including the
provision of ~aspirational housing.
Mrs Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Catherine and would like to see more given due consideration
Cowie residential development in and will be used with
Washington. Also believes that others to inform the
the Green Belt boundary is drawn | next draft of the Core
too tightly around Springwell and | Strategy.
is a key development constraint
which needs to be addressed.
Also the core strategy presents an
opportunity to take a more
balanced approach towards
economic development and
housing choice, including the
provision of “aspirational housing.
Mr Stephen Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Carruth and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and will be used along
Washington but believes thereis | with others to inform
little scope for medium and large | the next draft of the
housing allocations outside Green | Core Strategy.
Belt/Strategic Breaks.
Mrs Andrea Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Carruth and would like to see more given due consideration

residential in Washington. The
core strategy presents an
opportunity to take a more
balanced approach towards
economic development and

and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
housing choice, including the
provision of “aspirational housing'
Mr Jeremy Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Culmer and believes that Washington is given due consideration
an attractive location with more and along with others
detached houses and lower will be used to inform
vacancy rates. the next draft of the
Core Strategy
Mr Lewis Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Culmer and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and will be used along
Washington. Also believes that with others to inform
the Greenbelt boundary around the next draft of the
Springwell is drawn too tightly Core Strategy.
and is a key development
constraint which needs to be
addressed.
Mrs Rosy Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Evershed and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and will be used along
Washington. with others to inform
Believes that the high growth the next draft of the
option is the only realistic option Core Strategy
if to a great choice in type and
tenure.
Mr David Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Carruth and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with other
Washington. will be used to inform
Believes that the core strategy the next draft of the
represents an opportunity to Core Strategy.
enhance and extend local
facilities.
Miss Bonnie Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Carruth and would like to see more given due consideration

residential development in
Washington.

Believes that Washington is a key
industrial location and housing
provision needs to be balanced.

and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Saskia Storey

Supports the high growth option
and would like to see more
residential development in

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with others
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Washington. will be used to inform
Believes that there is little scope | the next draft of the

for medium and large housing Core Strategy.
allocations outside Green Belt
and Settlement Breaks. Also that
Washington is a key industrial
location within Sunderland and it
needs to be balanced with
housing provision.

Johnston Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform

Believes that Nissan and IAMP the next draft of the
sites will deliver further economic | Core Strategy
growth which needs to be
balanced with good quality
housing provision and
that Washington is an attractive
location as it has more detached
houses and lower vacancy rates.

Mr Terry Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Carruth and would like to see more given due consideration

residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform
Believes that Washington is a key | the next draft of the
industrial location and that the Core Strategy
housing provision needs to be

balanced with the employment
offer.

Mrs Rachel Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Weightman and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform

Believes that the Greenbelt the next draft of the
boundary around Springwell is Core Strategy.
drawn too tightly and is a key
development constraint which
needs to be addressed.

Mrs Roz Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Hazell and would like to see more given due consideration

residential development in
Washington.

and along with other
will be used to inform

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Believes that the greenbelt the next draft of the

boundary is drawn too tightly Core Strategy.
around Springwell which is a key
development constraint which
needs to be addressed in the
Green Belt review.

Mr Tony Supports the high growth option comments will be given

Johnston and would like to see more due consideration and
residential development in along with others will
Washington. inform the next draft of

Development at Nissan and IAMP | the Core Strategy.
needs to be balanced with good
quality housing provision.

Carruth Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform

Believes that there is little scope | the next draft of the
for medium and large housing Core Strategy
allocations outside Green Belt
and Strategic Breaks in
Washington

Miss Elaine Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Saltmarsh and given due consideration
does not believe that the and along with other
approach set out in the 2013 Core | will be used to inform
Strategy is still appropriate. the next draft of the
Would like to see more Core Strategy.
residential in Central Sunderland.

Believes that the high growth
option is the only realistic option
to enable uplift in new homes and
a greater choice of housing types
and tenures.

Miss Sarah Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Carruth and would like to see more given due consideration

residential development in
Washington.

Believes that there is little scope
for medium and large housing
allocations outside Green Belt
and Strategic Breaks in
Washington

and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details

Mr Clive Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Saltmarsh and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Central and South Sunderland will be used to inform
and Washington the next draft of the

Core Strategy.

Mrs Juliette Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Goodenough and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform
Believes that Washington is a key | the next draft of the
industrial location within Core Strategy.
Sunderland and that housing
provision needs to be balanced
with the employment offer.

Mrs Lydia Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Badams and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development and and along with others
employment uses in Sunderland will be used to inform
North and more the next draft of the
residential development in Core Strategy.
Washington Believes that there
is sufficient retail provision in
North Sunderland and that
Washington is a key industrial
location therefore the housing
available needs to be related to
the employment opportunities.

Carruth Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and given due consideration
would like to see more residential | and along with others
development in North Sunderland | will be used to inform
and Washington. The emerging the next draft of the
core strategy presents an Core Strategy.
opportunity to take a more
balanced approach towards
economic development and
housing choice, including
“aspirational housing.

Mr Kevin Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Saltmarsh and given due consideration

would like to see more residential
development in Washington.

and along with others
will be used to inform
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Believes that the high growth the next drift of the
option is the only realistic option Core Strategy
if there is to be an uplift in new
homes and greater choice of
housing types and tenures in
Sunderland.

Carruth Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform

Believes that Nissan and IAMP the next draft of the
sites will deliver further economic | Core Strategy.
growth, which needs to be
balanced with good quality
housing provision.

Mr Neil Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Saltmarsh and given due consideration
would like to see more residential | and will be used along
developments in all of the sub with others to inform
areas, as well as more the next draft of the
employment uses in South and Core Strategy.

North Sunderland and
Washington. Washington is
believed to be an attractive
location with more detached
houses and lower vacancy rates.

Mr Angus Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Walker and given due consideration
would like to see more residential | and will be used along
development and employment with others to inform
uses in Washington. Believes the next draft of the
Washington is a good location Core Strategy.
and attractive to
potential movers and suggests
sites in Washington Springwell for
development.

Mrs Patsy Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Soulsby and given due consideration

would like to see more residential
development in Washington.
Believes that the Greenbelt
boundary around Springwell is a
development constraint which

and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
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also seen as an opportunity to
enhance and extend the provision
of community facilities.
Miss Carrie Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Culmer and would like to see more given due consideration

residential development in
Washington. The core strategy
also represents an opportunity to
enhance and extend the provision
of community facilities.

and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

Concerned that a significant
change in migration patterns
between Sunderland and
Gateshead could affect the
implementation of the objectives
in their Local Plan not just for
housing but for retailing and
services as well.

Your comments have
been noted and

given due
consideration.
Sunderland City Council
will continue to work
with Gateshead Council
under the duty-to-
cooperate to fully
understand the cross
boundary issues of the
Core Strategy.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
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needs to be addressed.

Carruth Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and would like to see more given due consideration
residential development in and along with others
Washington. will be used to inform

Believes that the Greenbelt the next draft of the
boundary around Springwell is a Core Strategy

key development constraint

which needs to be addressed.

Mrs Esther Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Owen and given due consideration
would like to see more residential | and will be used along
development in Washington. with others to inform

Believes that the Greenbelt the next draft of the
boundary around Springwell is Core Strategy
drawn too tightly and is a
development constraint which
needs to be addressed.

Richard Support for the high growth Your comments will be

Culmer option and would like to see given due consideration
more residential development in and along with others
Washington. The emerging core will be used to inform
strategy presents an opportunity | the next draft of the
to take a more balanced Core Strategy
approach towards economic
development and housing choice,
including aspirational housing.

Mr Gerry Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Carruth and does not believe that the given due consideration

approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy is still appropriate and
that the high growth option is the
only realistic option if there is to
be an uplift in new homes and
improvement in the choice of
housing types and tenures.
Would like to see more
residential development and
employment uses in Washington
as it believed to be an attractive
location for potential movers with
more detached houses and lower
vacancy rates. The core strategy is

and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

IAMP: Desire to work with
Sunderland and South Tyneside
on a greater understanding of the
implications of the IAMP and if
neighbouring areas are to benefit
and support the delivery of the
project, land use and economic
development policies will need to
appropriately take account of its
potential impacts. At this point
they encourage a review of the
IAMP's impact on housing needs
that appropriately considers the
full demographic and labour force
implications of the additional jobs
growth that will be delivered by
the project.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration. The
IAMP Topic papers are
being updated;
including the housing
needs impact paper.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection

Green Belt & 2013 Spatial
Development emphasis- if growth
levels were broadly acceptable
across authorities, the 2013

Noted. The majority of
Green Belt land around
Springwell Village is
shown to be
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Gateshead emphasis for residential fundamental to the
Council development in South Sunderland | purpose of Green Belt.

with only limited development in
Washington would be supported.
Noted concern that the
'majority' of areas around Nissan,
Usworth and Springwell are not
seen to be fundamental to Green
Belt purpose at Stage 1, unlike in
other parts of the city.

However, the key point
here is that areas of
Green Belt that clearly
have an element of
'urban fringe' tend to
have less of a
fundamental impact
than areas of isolated
open countryside that is
physically separated to
urban

areas. Sites taken
forward to Stage 2 of
the Green Belt Review
will be further analysed
but this should not

be seen as an indication
that the land would be
suitable for Green Belt
deletion.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

Green Belt Review: Locations
considered appropriate for
further consideration within
Sunderland Green Belt Review
include a number of areas which
we consider, should they come
forward for development, would
compromise the gaps between
major urban areas: particularly
between Tyneside, and
Sunderland and Washington. We
request that those sites are
discounted from

Sunderland Green Belt Review.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

Green Belt (IAMP): The impact of
the IAMP on Green Belt purposes
will depend on its detailed
location, design and layout.
Gateshead anticipates that
Sunderland and South Tyneside
Councils would have due regard

Comments noted. The
entire area has been
put forward for further
consideration primarily
due to its inclusion as
an NSIP. However, we
note the concern
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to the importance of continuing regarding impact to
to fulfil Green Belt purposes as far | Green Belt purpose and
as practicable and avoid bridging these have been
strategic Green Belt gaps, in already flagged-up as
particular between Gateshead (at | having "major overall
Follingsby) and Sunderland, or adverse impact" in the
severing strategic green Green Belt Review. The
infrastructure corridors. key impacts to Green
Belt gaps and to
preserving green
infrastructure corridors
will be considered
carefully and in
consultation with
Gateshead MBC.
Councillor Sunderland City Would like to see the Coalfields Your comments have
Colin Council referred to as Houghton Le been noted and will be
Wakefield Spring. given due
consideration.
Councillor Sunderland City Employment: Options focus on Your comments have
Colin Council housing, the only employment been
Wakefield opportunities referred to are at noted. The Core
the IAMP with no detail provided | Strategy will also
on employment and retail include policies and
opportunities within the area land for supporting
referred to as the Coalfield. economic growth, over
and above that
envisaged at the IAMP.
This will include
employment sites
within the Coalfield.
The Council's
Employment Land
Review and Retail
Needs Assessment's will
be used to inform these
policies within the
emerging plan.
Councillor Sunderland City Housing: The options do not take | Your comments have
Colin Council into consideration the housing been noted, housing
Wakefield growth that has taken place in growth in the area will

the coalfields since the last
consultation.

be taken into account in
preparing Spatial
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Option for the Area.
Ref IDP.
Councillor Sunderland City Retailing: More retail Comments noted. The
Colin Council development is needed in Council has prepared an
Wakefield Houghton Town Centre. updated Retail Needs
Concerned that out of centre Assessment and this will
retail development has been be used to inform the
granted at Philadelphia and may retail policies within the
come forward at Rain ton Bridge. | Core Strategy.
There are sites in Houghton which
would be better suited to new
development such as the former
colliery site and the old gas works
to the south of the colliery.
Councillor Sunderland City No clear proposals for retail or Your comments have
Colin Council employment uses other than the been noted and
Wakefield IAMP. Coalfields need more/new will be given due
retail provision. Need to take consideration. The SBR
better account of residents’ has been used in
views. informing Development
Management decisions
and it will be taken
forward as evidence to
inform the Publication
Plan. Thereis also a
Retail Needs
Assessment that will be
used to inform the
Publication Plan.
Councillor Sunderland City Residents’ views are not listened Your comments have
Colin Council to and Consultation was not been noted. This
Wakefield published very well - responses document has outlined
will not be representative of area. | how the Council has
consulted on the
Growth Options. As
this is a non- statutory
consultation the level of
consultation has been
considered appropriate.
Mr Adrian Esh Proposals to extend SHLAA site Your comments have
Miller Developments 330 to accommodate 170 been noted and given

dwellings in the Green Belt.

due consideration. The
Council has updated the
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2016 SHLAA and Green
Belt Review. SHLAA site
formerly known as 330
is now identified as
330A and the extension
(phase 6) as 330B.
SHLAA site assessments
for 330A & 330B can be
found in the 2016
SHLAA update
report and the Green
Belt site assessment is
available in the Green
Belt Review report.
Mr Adrian Esh High growth supported. Low and | Your comments have
Miller Developments medium growth would be been noted and will be
planning for decline, and would given due
not correspond to NPPF Para 154 | consideration.
that Local Plans be aspirational
but realistic.
Mr Adrian Esh Considers that the approach for Your comments have
Miller Developments the 5 ARFs is still applicable- been noted and will be
including Coalfield. given due
consideration.
Mr Adrian Esh Philadelphia (330) - The yield for | Your comments have
Miller Developments the site is 500 dwellings, which been noted and given

reflects the quantum granted
within the outline permission
and these are projected to be
built out at a rate of 30 dwellings
per annum, with the final 80
dwellings being delivered after
the plan period (post 15 years). It
is our view that a site of this size
and in this location could be
developed at a quicker rate than
30 dwellings per annum. Due to
the scale of the development it is
likely that there will be multiple
sales outlets within the site,
increasing sales rates and
providing different types of
product across the site. The size

due consideration. The
Council has updated the
2016

SHLAA. SHLAA site
formerly known as 330
is now identified as
330A and the extension
(phase 6) as 330B.
SHLAA site assessments
for 330A & 3308 can be
found in the 2016
SHLAA update report.
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of the site provides opportunities
for multiple products to be sold
simultaneously in addition to the
phased release of affordable
housing. As a result delivery is
likely to exceed 30 dwellings per
annum over the plan period and
thus the 80 shown as “Post 15™
in the SHLAA assessment will be
delivered inside the plan period.
Dependent upon the outcome of
the Green Belt Review and
subsequent adoption of the Local
Plan it is considered logical that
a large part of the “phase 6™
area, providing c.170 dwellings,
will also be delivered within the
15 year period.
Mr David Hall Low Growth would not meet OAN | Your comments have
Anderson Construction and therefore be contrary to been noted and will be
national policy. The Council has given due
had persistent under-delivery consideration. The
against previous (now revoked) Council is updating its
RSS targets. The modelling demographic
should be refreshed to take projections to take
account of the latest population account of the recently
projections. Concerned that the published 2014 based
modelling uses a 'baseline' jobs sub- national
forecast and does not take population projections
account of jobs growth as a result | and the DCLG published
of policy interventions such as household projections
IAMP and the Northern derived from these.
Powerhouse. Medium Growth The impacts of IAMP
would not significantly boost the have been taken into
supply of housing as required by consideration for all of
the NPPF. High growth is the Growth Options.
preferred.
Mr lan Highways No preferred growth option. Your comments have
Radley England Particularly interested in the been noted and will be
quantum and spatial distribution given due consideration
of development and the resulting
implications.
Jennifer Tyne And Wear No specific comments on the Your comments have

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Morrison Archaeology Growth Options but would prefer | been noted and will be
Officer a low growth option to protect given due
the greenfield around historic consideration. Check
settlements and villages. how comment is
worded.
Mr Ryan Thompsons Of Thompson's wish to extend their Your comments have
Molloy Prudhoe licence beyond current been noted and will be
permission to 2022 and believe given due
that other types of development consideration.
on the land would be
inappropriate and only the
recycling activities should be
allowed on the site in future.
Mr Ryan Thompsons Of Formal objection to fields SP6, 12 | Your comments have
Molloy Prudhoe and 13 being included in Stage 2 been noted and will be
of the Green Belt Review- given due
contrary to Paragraph 123 of consideration. The
NPPF. The land immediately to Green Belt Review and
the south of the site, included in SHLAA will address
field SP6, as well as field SP12 and | these issues.
the northern part of
SP13 includes land that is
immediately adjacent to the
operational areas
within the quarry.
The operator has concerns that
the development of residential
properties in close proximity to
the quarry, such as these fields,
will have an adverse impact on
their ability to continue
operations at this site. This is
essentially because the
residential properties will be too
close to the operational areas and
they may struggle to meet any
conditions placed on them by the
Environment Agency or the LPA.
The Coal The Coal Authority has no Your comments have
Authority particular preference in respect of | been noted and given

the growth options proposed for
the plan area as this should be a
matter for local consideration.

due consideration.
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The site allocation methodology
will need to include criterion that
refer to and consider the issues of
land stability and mineral
sterilisation in line with NPPF
guidance.
Mr Steven Taylor Wimpey Supports the High Growth and Your comments have
Willcock the 5 ARF approach. Puts been noted and will be
forward information supporting given due consideration
the Burdon Lane site.
Mr Steven Taylor Wimpey Supports the High Growth option | Your comments have
Willcock and the 5 ARF approach. been noted and will be
Provides further information for given due consideration
sites at Chester Road and Sea
ham Road
Mr Steven Taylor Wimpey Support High Growth option but Your comments have
Willcock claim that Washington has a been noted and will be

greater role to play in providing
much needed housing
development.

given due consideration

Barbara King

Preferred low growth with the
flexibility of moving to medium
growth if there is sufficient
demand. Plan should be reflect
the needs of the city and not be
led by unrealistic government
targets. Should be flexible to
meet actual demand in the city
and not focus as much on sub
areas.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration. The
Council will follow the
latest guidance set out
within the National
Planning Practice
Guidance (NPPG) when
identifying its preferred
strategy, which will
include taking into
consideration local
market indicators.
Consideration will also
be given to inclusion of
a phasing strategy.

Mr Tim
Harrison

National
Grid/Capita

No comments but is happy to
provide advice and guidance in
the future.

The Council welcomes
this response

and will continue to
work with National Grid
on the preparation of
the Local Plan.
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Miss Katie Development Supports the Higher Growth Your comments have
Rumble Surveyor Hellens option. This is the only strategy been noted and will be
Group that will meet the Council's given due consideration
aspirations for economic growth.
Miss Katie Development Support for more housing Your comments have
Rumble Surveyor Hellens development in Washington. been noted and given
Group NPPF is clear that Local Plans due consideration. The
must be effective in that they Council has updated its
should be deliverable, the 2013 SHMA, 2016 SHLAA,
Core Strategy was heavily reliant Demographic Analysis
upon regeneration sites and new | and Forecasts,
housing in South Sunderland and Economic Viability
this approach is considered to be | Assessment and Green
unsound as the strategy is not Belt Review which have
deliverable. Such an approach is subsequently informed
likely to result in an under the spatial distribution
provision of housing land and of housing in the Core
therefore a failure to meet the Strategy and
objectively assessed needs of the | Development
housing market area. Management Plan. The
Council will continue to
work closely with the
house building industry
and the SHLAA panel to
ensure that future
annual updates of
SHLAA continue to
reflect the true
deliverability of sites.
Miss Katie Development Hellens disagree with SHLAA Your comments have
Rumble Surveyor Hellens assessment for sites 407 & 408. been noted and given

Group

Hellens propose that the only
constraint to development is the
location of the sites within the
Green Belt. If the council is
minded to release land from the
Green Belt,

development of sites 407 and 408
could commence within the 5
year period, which would assist
the Council in provide for a 5 year
housing land supply.

due consideration. The
Council has updated its
2016 SHLAA, five

year land supply
position and Green Belt
Review. Site specific
comments for sites 407
and 408 can be found
within the respective
documents.
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Miss Katie Development SLR and Green belt comments on | Your comments have
Rumble Surveyor Hellens SLR site 407 and 408. Disagree been noted and will be
Group with the landscape, townscape given due

and historic environment consideration. The
elements of the SLR that SHLAA, SLR and the
development of this land will Green Belt Reviews will
have a high and significant impact | be updated to inform
and that development provides the next draft of the
opportunity to enhance Core Strategy and your
biodiversity and wildlife corridor comments will be used
connections. Believes that site to inform them. A
407 (GB site SP13) should have a separate report will also
lower scoring in relation to its consider all sites
impact on urban sprawl and site submitted for potential
408 should have a lower scoring development in the
in relation to countryside Green Belt against the 5
encroachment and settlement purposes.
merging.

Miss Katie Development BGVA Springwell Village Housing The BGVA Springwell

Rumble Surveyor Hellens Needs Assessment submitted. Village Housing Needs

Group

Scenario one shows that without
a Green Belt release, the level of
housing delivered in Springwell
Village will lead to a significant
fall in the overall population and
demonstrative ageing of that
population. Scenario one projects
falls in all age groups under 60.
This will have a particular impact
on the local school, nursery,
community centre and shops.
Scenario two assesses the impact
that a Green Belt release and the
development of 250 dwellings
would have on the population of
Springwell Village. Scenario two
clearly shows that new housing
could have a beneficial impact on
the population and vitality of the
Village. Scenario two would lead
to increases in all sections of the
population, including infants,
primary school age children,
young working age persons and

Assessment has been
noted. The Council has
updated its SHMA,
SHLAA, Demographic
Analysis and Forecasts
and Green Belt Review
Assessment which has
subsequently informed
the spatial distribution
of housing in the Core
Strategy and
Development
Management Plan.
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older working age persons. Whilst
this would entail an increase in
the population of 21% over the 30
year projection period, this would
support the existing services in
the Village including the pubs,
school, nursery, community
centre, local shops, park and the
church.
Miss Katie Development Report providing an overview of Your comments have
Rumble Surveyor Hellens | the potential suitability of land for | been noted and given
Group development on the outskirts of due consideration. The
Springwell Village. Hellens have Council has updated the
undertaken a substantial number | 2016 SHLAA and Green
of assessments to establish the Belt Assessment. SHLAA
suitability of development of the site assessments for
site for housing, a range of Hellens' land interests
assessments have been can be found in the
undertaken to establish if and 2016 SHLAA update
how the site could be developed. | reportand Green Belt
The technical appraisals have Assessment.
concluded that the site is largely
free of development constraints
with regards to potential
ecological, highways, heritage,
landscape, flooding, and noise
impacts. The only constraint to
development is the location of
the sites within the Green Belt
Miss Katie Development Report presenting the results of Your comments have
Rumble Surveyor Hellens an archaeological desk-based been noted and will be
Group assessment and heritage given due consideration
statement, conducted in advance
of a proposed development at
Springwell.
Adam Planner Support High Growth option but Your comments have
McVickers Persimmon claim that Washington has a been noted and will be
Homes greater role to play in providing given due consideration
much needed housing
development.
Adam Planner Supports the High Growth and Your comments have
McVickers Persimmon the 5 ARF approach. Puts been noted and will be
Homes forward information supporting given due consideration
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the Burdon Lane site.
Mrs Suzanne | Property The University would like Your comments have
Todd Management Sunderland Council to pro- been noted and will be
Surveyor actively plan to meet given due consideration
University Of development needs in area. Low
Sunderland option would fail to meet OAN
target and therefore the
University do not consider it to be
a sound approach.
Mrs Suzanne | Property Medium option May 2016 pop Your comments have
Todd Management figures would suggest that been noted and will be
Surveyor Sunderland OAN needs uplifting. given due
University Of The University recommends these | consideration. The
Sunderland figures are taken into account. In | Council is updating its
conclusion the University is demographic
concerned that the medium projections to take
growth option is not sustainable account of the recently
as it has not been prepared in line | published 2014 based
with the NPPF and it would not sub- national
significantly boost the supply of population projections
house building. Seek clarification | and the DCLG published
on whether student housing is household projections
included as part of the OAN. derived from these.
There is also concern that the Student
jobs number used is a 'baseline’ accommodation was
position and does not reflect not taken into
positive interventions such as consideration as part of
IAMP or the Northern this and will be dealt
Powerhouse. The University with separately. All
therefore prefers high growth growth options include
option but recommends that an uplift to support the
baseline data is updated. delivery of IAMP.
Mrs Suzanne | Property The University believe that it is Your comments have
Todd Management key that growth is promoted been noted and will be
Surveyor within locations where there are given due
University Of realistic delivery prospects. In consideration. If the
Sunderland addition, the University consider areas don't match

that the sub-area boundaries
should be influenced by the
analysis of data and modelling of
scenarios for those sub-areas.
This will ensure that the correct
policy interventions are made and

should we be explaining
why?

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
that development is appropriately
located.
The University requests
clarification as to the relationship
between the sub- areas identified
on the Growth Options Map and
the housing areas identified
within the SHLAA as, at present,
these do not correspond and
further clarity would be beneficial
in this respect.
Mrs Suzanne | Property The Central sub-area should be Your comments have
Todd Management expanded to support the vision been noted and will be
Surveyor set out in SEM and 369 Vision- given due
University Of increased scale and consideration.
Sunderland distinctiveness
Mr Nick Story Homes Supports the High Growth and Your comments have
Mclellan the 5 ARF approach. Puts been noted and will be
forward information supporting given due consideration
the Burdon Lane site.
Mr Nick Story Homes Support High Growth option but Your comments have
Mclellan claim that Washington has a been noted and will be
greater role to play in providing given due consideration
much needed housing
development.
Mr James Strategic Land Growth Options because of past Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt under-delivery and to meet SEP been noted. 35 build-
David Wilson regional growth, the Council outs for BDW sites are
Homes needs to substantially increase noted. The Council has
housing delivery. Typically, new revised the SHLAA
housing sites are delivered at 35 Methodology which
housing pa per site. allows for developer
specific build out rates
to be forecast for their
sites, where evidence of
previous delivery at
such rates can be
demonstrated.
Mr James Strategic Land Vote for High Growth at least. Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt Low growth is contrary to been noted and will be

David Wilson
Homes

NPPF. Population projections
need to reflect 2014 and not
2012, which shows 6000 more

given due
consideration. The
population projections
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people in Sunderland by 2035. are being updated. The
Also that the IAMP jobs/housing IAMP Impact papers are
addition of 10 requires unrealistic | also being updated.
change in commuting and
unemployment levels.
Mr James Strategic Land Barratt David Wilson Homes Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt considers that it is also important | been noted and
David Wilson and best practice to include an given due
Homes element of flexibility within the consideration. The
emerging Plan to allow for non- Council will ensure that
delivery, which is there is typically around
typically in the order of 10%. 10% additional housing
land supply that is
deliverable or
developable, to allow
for flexibility in the
market over the lifetime
of the plan.
Mr James Strategic Land Barratt David Wilson Homes Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt therefore considers that the been noted and will be
David Wilson Washington Sub- Area should given due
Homes accommodate further housing consideration.
growth to complement IAMP and
capture the economic growth
potential of this proposal. Land
east of Sulgrave in particular.
Greenfield land and sustainable
locations are needed, and need to
properly reflect the knock-on
requirements from IAMP.
Mr James Strategic Land Specific proposal for land east of Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt Sulgrave for residential been noted and

David Wilson
Homes

development. It is proposed that
the development would support
the IAMP and provide housing
that workers aspire to.

will be given due
consideration.

Various reports will be
updated to inform the
next draft of the Core
Strategy as well as a
separate report to
consider all sites
submitted for potential
development in the
Greenbelt against the 5
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purposes.
Mr James Strategic Land Should be seeking High Growth Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt Option as a minimum been noted and will be
David Wilson given due consideration
Homes
Mr James Strategic Land BDW is aware there has been Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt significant under delivery and been noted and given
David Wilson unmet need in Sunderland due consideration. The
Homes historically that should be taken Council has updated the
into account. This coupled with 2016 SHLAA and
the ambitious IAMP proposals five year land supply
and progrowth objectives of SCC position. Within this
must drive the emerging report the Council has
strategy. Question city's past applied
under delivery. a 20% buffer to reflect a
record of persistent
under delivery of
housing. The
application of the buffer
assists to bring forward
housing from later in
the plan period and to
increase choice in the
market for housing.
Mr James Strategic Land Supports the recognition that Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt there is a need for additional been noted and will be
David Wilson housing and employment land given due consideration
Homes within the Washington sub area
Mr James Strategic Land BDW fully supports SCC's decision | Your comments have
Reid Buyer Barratt to carry US1 through to stage 2 been noted.
David Wilson but requests that site boundary of | To inform the next
Homes US1 be altered to reflect the SLR's | draft of the Core
outline. Strategy a separate
report will consider all
sites submitted for
potential development
in the Greenbelt against
the 5 purposes.
Mr James Strategic Land Support for SHLAA site 567 at In addition to the Green
Reid Buyer Barratt Stone Cellar Road, Washington. It | Belt review, a separate

David Wilson
Homes

would provide a logical extension
to Washington urban area and
already has a number of

report will consider all
submitted development
sites (in
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Mr Clive Supports medium to high growth. | Your comments have
Milner Low growth would fail to meet been noted and will be
the Council's OAN and would not | given due
be consistent with the NPPF. consideration.
Mr Clive Don't feel that the approach set Your comments have
Milner outin been

the 2013 Core Strategy for
Washington is still appropriate.
The development of the
proposals for the IAMP which will
see significant growth in jobs
should be reflected in housing
growth as well and these homes
should be situated so that they
don't encourage people to travel
great distances.

noted. The Core
Strategy will take
coherent approach to
planning of this area
taking into account
housing and
employment
opportunities.
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boundaries with urban area. Green Belt) in relation
Does not represent countryside to the Green belt's 5
encroachment and does not purposes. At this stage
impact on merging of it is acknowledged that
settlements. Would like to see the impact of Site
the site split from rest of Green 567 is much less than
Belt parcel US1. wider parcel of
US1.
Mr Colin High growth favoured. Out- Your comments have
Ford migration is as a result of a lack of | been noted and will be
housing supply and choice. The given due
only way to halt and reverse out- | consideration.
migration is through a high
growth strategy. This would be
more sustainable as it would
reduce the amount of long-
distance commuting. More
development should also be
focussed in the
Coalfield area.
Mr Colin North of Hetton Bogs SLR sheet Your comments have
Ford 181 disagree wildlife and flooding | been noted and will be
assessments, with the given due consideration
appropriate mitigation the
development would have no
impact. A detailed plan of the site
would prove that this is possible.
Mr Clive Supports the findings of the Your comments have
Milner Green Belt Review. been noted.
Mr Clive The SLR assessment needs an Comments will be given
Milner update and needs to due consideration and

acknowledge the scheme to
improve Washington Road and
the ecology work that has been
carried out. Object to the
assessment on flooding and the
existing pylons

and overall suitability. The land
owner has now commissioned
further assessment of the site to
identify if there are no
substantive reasons to prevent
future development.

will be used along with
other to inform the
update of the SHLAA
and SLR.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

Gateshead does not believe that
the Green Belt Review for land at
Usworth has reached a defensible
conclusion.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration. This is
an important green
infrastructure and
wildlife corridor along
the River Don and
Sunderland CC has
noted that South
Follingsby allocation has
narrowed this corridor
significantly. The
remaining areas to be
considered further at
Stage 2 will duly reflect
the significance of the
potential impacts that
any scale of
development would
have in the area.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

Development at Springwell on
any significant scale of sites to the
north and/or west would risk
joining the built up areas of
Washington/ Springwell with
Gateshead, or narrowing the

Comments noted,
particularly the
concern regarding
impact to the gap
between Springwell
Village and Eighton
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Green Belt in this vicinity to the
extent of endangering its
integrity.

Banks/Wrekenton,
which effectively
maintains a green
corridor from the west
of this area to the coast.
The remaining areas to
be considered further at
Stage 2 will duly reflect
the significance of the
potential impacts would
have in the area.

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

A number of the SLR sites are
within important inter district
wildlife corridors. Any
development related to IAMP
needs to give due consideration
to Landscape and ecological
mitigation zone.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration. Further
work will be undertaken
(and in consultation
with Gateshead MBC)
to ensure that sensitive
areas are safeguarded
from development
(where appropriate
levels of mitigation is
impractical and
unviable). Agreed that
Gateshead MBC and
Sunderland CC (and
South Tyneside MBC)
need to work closely
together regarding
appropriate mitigation,
should any
development come
forward (and especially
in relation to IAMP).

Ms Anneliese
Hutchinson

Service Director
Development
And Public
Protection
Gateshead
Council

Keen to work with the Council to
gain a better understanding of
how the potential adverse
impacts of development on the
transport network can be avoided
or mitigated. Given the potential
scale of development that could
take place nearby, Gateshead

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Council would support a proposal
to re-open the Leamside line for
freight or passenger access. We
are keen to work with
neighbouring local authorities to
explore the potential for this.
Cllr Geoffrey | Councillor Consultation has not been far Your comments have
Walker reaching. What are the plans for | been noted. This
future consultation both with the | document has outlined
pubic and internally. how the Council has
consulted on the
Growth Options. As
this is a non- statutory
consultation the level of
consultation has been
considered appropriate.
At the next stage of
consultation members
will be informed of the
methods and material
to be used in advance.
Ref to SCI
Cllr Geoffrey | Councillor How will the impact of growth on | Your comments have
Walker neighbourhoods, highways and been noted. The
infrastructure be assessed? Infrastructure Delivery
Plan will outline the
infrastructure that is
required to deliver the
level of development
that is proposed.
Mark Bellway Homes Low growth negative, Medium Your comments have
Gabriele Ltd growth not sufficiently ambitious. | been noted and will be

High growth preferred. Suggests
that the SA broadly supports high
growth option, in terms of
supporting sustainable economic
growth, supporting a
demographically missed
population and reducing the
present out- migration of younger
people. The environmental risks
to high growth can be mitigated
through the choice of appropriate

given due
consideration.
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sites and the formulation of
suitable policies to help manage
delivery.

Mark
Gabriele

Bellway Homes
Ltd

5 area approach is correct- South
Sunderland has potential, while
Washington and some other parts
are constrained by GB. Points out
that SHMA states that 32% of
migrants moved to Southern
Suburbs, but 22% to Washington
and 22% to Coalfield.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration.

Gillan Gibson

Secretary CPRE
Durham

Pleased to note most of the sites
assessed as red, not suitable for
development in the SLR but
unhappy to see some sites
assessed as requiring further
assessment in the Green Belt
Review Stage 2 and would prefer
that they remain protected Green
Belt without further
consideration. Do have a major
caveat in that they do accept that
a case can be made for the
deallocation of the sites in the
IAMP to permit the use of Green
Belt land for specialised
employment use. No doubt
about the benefits that Nissan
and other specialised advanced
engineering companies and their
supporting businesses bring to
the area.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration.

Gillan Gibson

Secretary CPRE
Durham

Prefer the medium growth
option. It is hoped that the
release of sites will be controlled
so that settlement breaks and
Green Belt would be the last to
be released and if development is
slower than predicted then they
may not be required at all.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration.
Consideration will also
be given to inclusion of
a phasing strategy.

Gillan Gibson

Secretary CPRE
Durham

No objection to conclusions
regarding Herrington
Workingmen’s Club, and local

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
residents inform them that
development would enhance the
area.
Gillan Gibson | Secretary CPRE Green Belt - sites coloured Your comments have
Durham Amber. CPRE accepts that been noted and will be
Houghton given due
Quarry is a previously developed consideration.
site. IAMP - Concern about site With regards to IAMP
and inconsistency between this and site 805 the SLR
and SLR 805 consideration. sheets broadly assessed
However, general acceptance of all areas of open
wider need for jobs, prefers IAMP | countryside and we
Option 3 and requests that all accept that the
remaining non-lAMP land be separate treatment of
retained as Green belt in future this area as an Area
Action Plan makes the
approach to consider
Green Belt and Strategic
Land confusing.
Gillan Gibson | Secretary CPRE Green belt - sites coloured Your comments have
Durham Red. CPRE is pleased to see this been noted and will be
site assessed as red, not suitable given due
for development, and trusts it will | consideration. The
remain listed as not suitable for preferred Growth
Development in the Local Option chosen will have
Plan. CPRE would say they have a | a key influence on
definite preference for whether additional sites
development to take place on need to be found for
brownfield sites (other than those | future development,
which have become important for | including on Green Belt
wildlife conservation) rather than | land. Stage 2 of the
Green Belt. Green Belt Review will
be prepared and inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
Gillan Gibson | Secretary CPRE Settlement Break - sites coloured | Your comments have
Durham Green. CPRE is unhappy to see been noted and will be

this site assessed as green,
suitable for development, and
objects to this designation. CPRE
considers this site should remain
as a Settlement Break in the Local
Plan and be assessed as red, not

given due
consideration. The
Council has identified as
many brownfield sites
as possible, but only
43% of sites in the
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Hetherington

and would not be able to support
the higher growth option

Delivery Plan will

set out the
infrastructure that is
required to deliver the
Plan and how it will be
funded.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
suitable for development. SHLAA are now
The site is a valuable part of brownfield. The
maintaining separation between Settlement Break
settlements. CPRE would say we Review has identified
have a definite preference for the value and purpose
development to take place on of each Settlement
brownfield sites (other than those | Break area, and
which have become important for | considered these as
wildlife conservation) rather than | suitable for
Settlement. development.
Gillan Gibson | Secretary CPRE Settlement Break - sites coloured | Your comments have
Durham Amber. CPRE is unhappy to see been noted and will be
this site assessed as amber, given due
potentially suitable for consideration. The
development, and objects to this settlement break sites
designation. CPRE considers this identified as amber
site should remain as a have been done so on
Settlement Break in the Local Plan | the ground that their
and be assessed as red, not development would
suitable for development. The have minimal impact on
site is a valuable part of the
maintaining separation between Settlement Break and
settlements. CPRE would say we where there is any it
have a definite preference for could be mitigated
development to take place on against.
brownfield sites (other than those
which have become important for
wildlife conservation) rather than
Settlement Breaks.
Gillan Gibson | Secretary CPRE Settlement Break - sites coloured | Your comments have
Durham Red. CPRE is pleased to see this been noted and will be
site assessed as red, not suitable given due
for development, and trusts it will | consideration. The
remain listed as not suitable for Settlement Break
development in the Local Plan. Review will be reviewed
CPRE would say and will inform the next
we have a definite preference for | draft of the Core
development to take place on Strategy.
brownfield sites (other than those
which have become important for
wildlife conservation) rather than
Settlement Breaks.
Larry Transport infrastructure is poor The Infrastructure

Brian Need a better explanation in the Comments noted. The
Odoherty Plan of S106 and CIL are, what Council will
monies might be involved and seek to make clear in
how this might be distributed the Core
throughout the city. Strategy the different
types of
planning contributions
available. With regard
to the potential for CIL,
the Council will be
investigating the
viability of introducing a
CIL through
its Whole Plan Viability
Assessment. The
Infrastructure Delivery
Plan will set out the
infrastructure that is
required to deliver the
Plan and how it will be
funded.
Brian Believes that building in the green | Your comments have
Odoherty belt to the north should be been noted and will be
avoided so as not to merge with given due consideration
Gateshead and South Tyneside
Brian Disappointed that a local business | When procuring
Odoherty was not given the task of services the City
preparing the sustainability Council has a policy of
appraisal. using local firms where
possible through the
"Sunderland First"; on
this occasion no local
firms had the
appropriate expertise.
Brian Prefer the medium growth Your comments have
Odoherty option. been noted and will be

given due consideration
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frequency of flash run-off from
agricultural areas which will
impact on water quality
negatively. It should specifically
mention water quality and water
pollution. Further specific
references to SA, including need
to avoid infiltrated SUDS being
allowed above SPZ areas.

Richard
Percy

Partner Abbott
Associates

High growth option preferred, as
a minimum, if Sunderland is to
develop as a Sustainable City.
Clear market signals for
development in Washington, plus
need to reverse population
decline, increase working age
population, and increase
detached properties. Thereisa
clear need for the Plan to seek a
balance between housing and
employment growth.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Brian Building socially rented properties | Your comments have
Odoherty could prove to be problematic been noted and given
due consideration
Lucy Mo Wear Catchment | No Growth Option is preferred - it | Your comments have
Coordinator is accepted that there is a need been noted and will be
Wear for growth, though this should given due consideration
Catchment not be at the expense of the during the preparation
Partnerships environment. It is vital that of the Local Plan and
consideration is given to the the Sustainability
social, economic, environmental Appraisal.
and health benefits of existing
green belt, settlement breaks /
green space.
Lucy Mo Wear Catchment | Should be seeking to protectand | Your comments have
Coordinator enhance green and blue been noted and will be
Wear infrastructure, in line with WFD given due consideration
Catchment and RBMP which seek to improve
Partnerships water quality levels.
Lucy Mo Wear Catchment | The finding of the UK Topsoil The findings of this
Coordinator project should feed into project will be
Wear environmental policies, especially | considered once they
Catchment its findings in relation to surface are known.
Partnerships and groundwater and its impact
in Coalfield area
Lucy Mo Wear Catchment | Proposed development must Your comments have
Coordinator have sufficient headroom and been noted and work is
Wear sewer capacity to avoid spills into | on going with
Catchment watercourses Northumbrian Water
Partnerships
Lucy Mo Wear Catchment | Council should adopt a catchment | Your comments have
Coordinator management approach to flood been noted and will be
Wear risk to ensure knock-on effects do | given due consideration
Catchment not happen elsewhere
Partnerships
Lucy Mo Wear Catchment | The SA should state that the Your comments have

Coordinator
Wear
Catchment
Partnerships

hydrogeological link between
managing surface water and
groundwater should be made
explicit and recognised as a
priority risk- especially relevant in
SPz

areas. Should reflect climate
change events that will increase

been noted and will be
considered in revisions
to SA.

Richard
Percy

Partner Abbott
Associates

Itis believed that the Greenbelt is
too tightly defined around
Springwell Village and that the
environmental protection
afforded by the historic Green
Belt has clearly had adverse social
and economic impacts (e.g.
leading to significant in-
commuting and a mis-match
between economic growth and
housing choice). The emerging
Core Strategy presents an
opportunity to take a more
balanced

approach to these aspects as
required by the NPPF.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration. The
Council will assess the
Greenbelt boundary
through its Greenbelt
Assessment.

Richard
Percy

Partner Abbott
Associates

The Local Plan must ensure that
appropriate infrastructure
provision is made.

The Infrastructure
Delivery Plan will

set out the
infrastructure that is
required to deliver the
Plan and how it will be
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funded
Nigel Tyne And Wear The forum is concerned that Your comments have
Harrison Joint pubic rights of way are not been noted and will be
Local Access obstructed as part of future given due
Forum developments and would like to consideration.
see any amended routes
upgraded to bridleways to enable
wider use of routes.
Nigel Tyne And Wear Request confirmation of this Your comments have
Harrison Joint letter being received and what been noted and will be
Local Access action will be or has been taken given due
Forum to include the forum on any list of | consideration.
future consultees.
The Trustees Of Support high growth option. Itis | Your comments have
Lord the only option which will allow been noted and will be

Durham's 1989

the city to achieve its ambitions
and deliver a sustainable future
for the city. Low growth would
be planning for decline and not
meet the OAN. Medium growth
is unsustainable as it is only
seeking to deliver similar housing
numbers to those being delivered
now, which is at a time of
declining population. The
medium option is not sustainable
as it increases commuting and
does not provide enough working
age population. A positive
strategy should be pursued
which supports economic growth,
deliver a level of housing aligned
to this level of growth, and
creates neighbourhoods which
can attract and retain households
in the city. The evidence should
be updated to reflect the 2014
sub- national population
projections and Sunderland
retaining more jobs created by
IAMP than is suggested.

given due
consideration. The
Council is updating its
demographic
projections to take
account of the recently
published 2014 based
sub-national population
projections and the
DCLG published
household projections
derived from these.
Updates to the IAMP
topic papers are being
undertaken.

Durham's 1989

variations across a variety of
factors. In a post recession
environment, the spatial
alignment of housing demand
(including locational preference)
and supply is critical to maximise
prospects of future delivery.
Quite simply, if housing land is
allocated in locations where
buyers won't buy and

builders won't build, it will not be
taken up and homes will not be
provided. Therefore the location
of housing allocations is just a
critical as the quantity.

given due consideration

The Trustees Of
Lord
Durham's 1989

Supports the 2013 ARF approach-
if the Coalfields area is to make a
meaningful contribution to the
delivery the High Growth scenario
a higher number and broader
range of sites across the area will
be required to ensure new
housing can be made available
throughout the plan period

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

The Trustees Of
Lord
Durham's 1989

Puts forward major Green belt
site to south of St Aidans Terrace,
New Herrington. It is claimed
that the site is suitable, there are
no constraints hence deliverable,
available in the short term and a
sustainable site, within easy
access of facilities.

Some of the
information that is
presented is contrary to
information presented
on SLR sheets and will
need to be considered
further.

The Trustees Of
Lord

Housing market performance
differs by area, driven by local

Your comments have
been noted and will be

The Trustees Of
Lord
Durham's 1989

Puts forward major Green belt
site at Biddick Woods. Itis
claimed that there are no
constraints and it is a
sustainable site, within easy
access of facilities.

Contrary to SLR sheet
which

demonstrates
significant GB issues;
Critical Drainage Area,
impact on buffer zone
to LWS, distance to
facilities, potential use
as part of Leamside
Line?

Supports the high growth option

Your comments will be
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population growth. South
Tyneside are currently
considering their alternative
growth options and the potential
spatial capacity for development
and growth.

Andrea King

South Tyneside
Spatial Planning

Provide more detailed comments
on the Green Belt Review and the
SLR. Concern about impact to Gl
corridor and Green Belt gap that
runs between Sunderland and
Boldon/Cleadon, plus the impact
to areas of High Landscape Value
and to Local Wildlife Sites.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with other
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Would like to see more the next draft of the
residential development in Core Strategy
Central and South Sunderland but
no more retail.
In Washington, North Sunderland
and the Coalfields would like to
see less residential development,
employment uses and retail.
Support for medium growth Your comments will be
option and believes that more given due consideration
infrastructure is required in South | and along with others
Sunderland. will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
Mr David Hall More development in Your comments have
Anderson Construction Washington needed been noted and will be
given due consideration
Mr David Hall Supports the Greenbelt report Your comments have
Anderson Construction recommending that areas SP1, been noted and will be
SP2 and SP3 are considered given due consideration
further at Stage 2 but SP4, SP5,
SP7, SP8 and SP9 are not
considered. Sunderland could
potentially release land north of
Usworth (applicant owns
Follingsby South).
Mr lan Highways Have provided an assessment of Your comments have
Radley England sites included in the evidence been noted and will be
base. given due consideration
Andrea King | South Tyneside Growth options are not clear Your comments have

Spatial Planning

where additional growth is going
to come from and how this fits
with neighbouring authorities’
projections and emerging local
plan growth assumptions.
Therefore welcome further
detailed discussions to consider
to what extent these higher
projections are assumed to affect
South Tyneside's projected

been noted and will be
given due consideration

Mr David
Bridge

Sunderland Civic
Society

Suggestion that SHLAA points
towards where GB deletion may
occur. Believes that the
Settlement Break Review opens
up more land than is needed.
Concerned about the scale of
development proposed in the
South Sunderland Growth Area
and should be reduced. Believes
that ONA is unrealistic and more
detail is needed to assess the
SHLAA sites but concerned that
releasing sites from the Greenbelt
that are not required would have
a detrimental impact on the
countryside and the regeneration
of inner areas. Also the ELR is
based on old take up rates and
would appear that site locations
do not meet demands.

The SHLAA sites that
have been assessed as
part of the Green Belt
Review are submitted
by external landowners
or prospective
developers, have been
assessed against the
same criteria and many
have been discounted.
Land to the north of
IAMP has been
considered at Green
Belt Review Stage 2
because this entire area
fell within the original
NSIP boundary. It has
been determined that
settlement break land
north of Burdon Lane
(within SSGA) provides
limited settlement
break purpose and was
earmarked in the UDP
as having potential for
development. SSGA is
seen as strategically
significant area for
development to deliver
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future housing need in
the city.
Mr David Sunderland Civic Prefer a Low to Medium Growth Your comments have
Bridge Society option. been noted and will be
given due consideration
Mr David Sunderland Civic Distribution of growth should Your comments have
Bridge Society include retail and office uses been noted and will be
concentrated in the City Centre, given due consideration
Washington should only take a
pro rata share of development
due to pressure on green belt
sites. Sunderland North should
see development in order to halt
decline and regenerate areas. In
Sunderland South the preference
is to encourage development
within the existing urban area,
especially the inner areas with
development of greenfield sites
kepttoa
minimum. Coalfields should see
development in the north whilst
improving the environment in the
south
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway Clarifies details of a site to be Your comments have
Moss included in the SHLAA been noted and your
site(s) will be
considered as part of
the SHLAA.
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway One of the Offerton sites has Your comments have
Moss been omitted from SHLAA and been noted and

needs reinstating

given due
consideration. The
Council has updated the
2016 SHLAA. SHLAA site
formerly known as 464
is now identified as
464A and the extension
as 464B. SHLAA site
assessments for 464A &
464B can be found in
the 2016 SHLAA update
report.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway Need to plan for higher levels of Your comments have
Moss growth been noted and will be
given due
consideration.
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway IAMP should be encouraged Your comments have
Moss been noted and will be
given due consideration
during the preparation
of the Core Strategy and
IAMP AAP.
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway Local plan should provide a Your comments have
Moss commensurate amount of been noted and given
housing development due consideration.
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway Should be a range and choice in Your comments have
Moss the housing offer which should been noted and given
include executive housing. due consideration.
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway Site put forward in the SHLAA Your comments have
Moss (464A been noted and given
& 464B) will help to provide due consideration. The
executive housing which has an Council
important role to play in has updated the 2016
achieving wider population and SHLAA. SHLAA site
economic growth objectives for formerly known as 464
the region. is
now identified as 464A
and the extension as
464B. SHLAA site
assessments for 464A &
464B can be found in
the 2016 SHLAA update
report.
Mr Andrew Ward Hadaway It is believed that areas CO15 and | Your comments have
Moss CO31 assessed as part of the been noted and will be

review are too large and parts of
the areas could be released
without causing material harm. It
is not agreed that they are
fundamental to the purposes of
the Green Belt and should be
retained in full. SHLAA sites 464A
and 464B should be considered
further at stage 2 as possible
locations for a Green Belt Review.

given due
consideration.
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Mrs Pippa Planning Support the High Growth option. Your comments have
Cheetham Manager been noted and will be
O&H Properties given due
Ltd consideration.
Mrs Pippa Planning Support the 2013 CS sub area Your comments have
Cheetham Manager split for development. been noted and will be
O&H Properties given due
Ltd consideration.
Mrs Pippa Planning Intend to submit an outline Your comments have
Cheetham Manager application for up to 700 been noted and
O&H Properties dwellings on the Groves site. given due
Ltd Land in Newbottle also presents consideration. Your
an opportunity to improve comments have been
housing choice. noted and given due
consideration. The
capacity of SHLAA site
085 has been amended
to 700 units to reflect
the intent for the site.
Mrs Pippa Planning Support for the findings of the Your comments have
Cheetham Manager Green been noted.
O&H Properties Belt Review and the assessment The Greenbelt report
Ltd of HO22 and HO26 and would does not indicate that
welcome a further assessments of | any of the areas (at this
HO19, HO22, HO23 and HO26. stage) are not essential
These sites could be combined to | to Greenbelt purpose,
provide a substantial site. just that some are
fundamental and have
no need to be reviewed
any further.
Mr Steve Does not believe that the growth | Your comments have
Hopkirk option choices provided are the been noted and will be

correct path and should be more
flexible. There should be scope
to adjust between the options
based on market conditions and
actual demand. The target could
be started low and increased if
demand for housing picks up in a
statistically significant way. This
would allow the city to respond
actual growth than projections or
arbitrary targets. Concern that

given due
consideration. The
Council will follow the
latest guidance set out
within the National
Planning Practice
Guidance (NPPG) when
identifying its preferred
strategy,

which will include
taking into

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
we will over allocate and identify | consideration local
greenfield sites for development, | market
which could be avoided if a more | indicators.
flexible approach is adopted. Consideration will also
be given to inclusion of
a phasing strategy.
Mr Steve Brexit makes the economic future | Your comments have
Hopkirk of the City uncertain. been noted and will be
given due
consideration.
Mr Matthew | Planning High Growth option preferred but | Your comments have
Good Manager recommends the options are been noted and will be
updated to take account of the given due
recent population projections. consideration. The
Low option would condemn city Council is updating its
to decline and would not meet demographic
the OAN. Concern over some of projections to take
the assumptions used in the account of the recently
modelling work, including published 2014 based
adjustments to economic activity | sub- national
rate, reductions in population projections
unemployment rate and and the DCLG published
commuting patterns. Concerns of | household projections
under-delivery in past against the | derived from these.
RSS target. The modellingusesa | The
'baseline’ jobs figure and does not | impacts of IAMP have
account for an uplift that could be | been taken into
generated by IAMP and Northern | consideration for all of
Powerhouse. Consideration the Growth Options.
should be given for an upliftin
housing numbers to help meet
affordable housing need.
Mr Matthew | Planning Do not want to comment on the Your comments have
Good Manager exact distribution of development | been noted and given
but that the strategy provides a due consideration.
sufficient range of sites, more
sites than are required and that
they are viable.
Gillian Sunderland City A full health impact assessment Your comments have
Gibson Council should be commissioned once the | been noted and will be

growth option has been
determined.

given due
consideration. A Health
Impact Assessment of
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the
Core Strategy will be
undertaken.
Gillian Sunderland City Generally work is good for Your comments have
Gibson Council physical and mental health, but been noted and will be
the quality of work also matters. given due consideration
The low growth option, which
indicates that economic growth
could be harmed, could
potentially damage the health of
local people and may be contrary
to the duty of the council to
improve the health of the people
of Sunderland.
Mr John The amount of green belt land Your comments have
Cooper lost to IAMP should be sufficient been noted.
for the City as a whole. Further The Council has given
loss will reduce attractiveness of further consideration as
City as place to live and do to whether Green Belt
business. development is
required to deliver the
housing and
employment
strategy in the Core
Strategy, through
update of the SHLAA,
Employment Land
Review and Green Belt
Assessment.
Mr John Supports growth in economy but | Your comments have
Cooper should not be through the loss of | been noted and

green belt. Secure development
by using brownfield land.

will be given due
consideration. The
Council will give further
consideration as to
whether Green Belt
development is
required to deliver the
strategy as the Core
Strategy develops.. The
plan will seek to
prioritise development
of brownfield sites

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Mr John Caution is needed in relation to Your comments have
Cooper the number of new houses to be been noted and will be
built. New houses do not mean given due
that jobs will be created and new | consideration.
jobs do not necessarily require Consideration to
new houses local patterns of commuting patterns has
work show people often do not been given as part of
live and work in the same the demographic
borough. Recognising recent falls | modelling work and will
in population, the number of be used to inform the
houses to be built should reflect preferred strategy.
realistic population estimates
Miss Katie Development Support for the 5 ARF approach Your comments have
Rumble Surveyor Hellens and believes that additional sites been noted. The
Group needed in West. In line with high | information submitted
growth scenario, site 648 should is contrary to the Green
be considered and that there are Belt Stage 1 review and
special circumstances exist to needs to be considered
justify its release from the further.
Greenbelt. These include the
need to reduce out migration,
alleviate pent up demand for
housing, and meet the demand to
build in strong market area and
the need in the area for
affordable and larger family
housing. There are no known
constraints on the site and it does
not fit the 5 purposes of the
Greenbelt. The potential S106
contribution from the
development of the site could
deliver much needed
greenspace/sports pitches in the
area.
Adam Planner Low Growth would not meet OAN | Your comments have
Mcvickers Persimmon and therefore be contrary to been noted and will be
Homes national policy. given due
consideration.
Adam Planner Medium option stands below the | Your comments have
Mcvickers Persimmon revoked RSS level- does that been noted and
Homes therefore merit a significant boost | will be given due

to housing that the NPPF

consideration. The
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Details
requires? Updated pop Council is updating its
projections need to be used etc demographic
that show higher growth. Policy projections to take
approach to jobs growth does not | account of the recently
reflect IAMP or Northern published 2014 based
Powerhouse- growth and housing | sub- national
need will be higher. population projections
and the DCLG published
household projections
derived from these.
The impacts of IAMP
have been taken into
consideration for all of
the Growth Options.
Adam Planner High growth is more sustainable Your comments have
Mcvickers Persimmon and reduces reliance on in- been noted and will be
Homes commuters given due
consideration.
Adam Planner More housing focus should occur | Your comments have
Mcvickers Persimmon in Washington. High Growth been noted and will be
Homes leads to 2069 additional houses given due
needed in plan period. Non- consideration.
Green Belt sites currently
discounted should remain so as
they will be unreliable to come
forward. Green Belt release of
2000 homes is required.
Adam Planner The existing spread of sites in Your comments have
Mcvickers Persimmon SHLAA exhausts South been noted.
Homes Sunderland and Coalfield, and this | The Council has
pushes need for deletion into updated the 2016
Washington in particular. SHLAA which has
Washington is a strong market assisted to inform the
area, and it is a strong spatial distribution of
sustainable argument to locate housing in the Core
these next to emerging jobs- Strategy and
particularly in light of IAMP. Development
Management Plan.
Lynn The Council needs to consider Your comments have
Hartridge what comes first houses or jobs. been noted and will be

Need to create some wealth in
the way of jobs before the
developers are allowed to build

given due consideration

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
on Green Belt. Fear is that if jobs
growth doesn't materialise then
development will still take place
on Green Belt.
Rachel The amount of green belt land Your comments have
Cooper lost to IAMP should be sufficient been noted and
for the City as a whole. Further will be given due
loss will reduce attractiveness of consideration. The
City as place to live and do Council will give further
business. consideration as to
whether Green Belt
development is
required to deliver the
strategy as the Core
Strategy develops.
Rachel Supports growth in economy but | Your comments have
Cooper should not be through the loss of | been noted and
green belt. Secure development | will be given due
by using brownfield land. consideration. The
Council will give further
consideration as to
whether Green Belt
development is
required to deliver the
strategy as the Core
Strategy develops.. The
plan will seek to
prioritise development
of brownfield sites
Rachel Caution is needed in relation to Your comments have
Cooper the number of new houses to be been noted and will be
built. New houses do not mean given due
that jobs will be created and new | consideration.
jobs do not necessarily require Consideration to
new houses local patterns of commuting patterns has
work show people often do not been given as part of
live and work in the same the demographic
borough. Recognising recent falls | modelling work and will
in population, the number of be used to inform the
houses to be built should reflect preferred strategy.
realistic population estimates
Mr Nick Story Homes Site extension to SHLAA reference | Site promotion and
Mclellan 463, identified through concept suggested
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Details
plan with suggested mitigation. mitigation given due
consideration. The
Council has updated the
2016 SHLAA. SHLAA site
formerly known as 463
is now identified as
463A and the extension
as 463B. SHLAA site
assessments for 463A &
463B can be found in
the 2016 SHLAA update
report.
Mr Nick Story Homes High growth. Washington needs | Your comments have
Mclellan more housing growth than the 5 been noted and will be
ARF split shows. There are a large | given due consideration
number of housing sites in less
popular areas of Sunderland that
are undeliverable in the short
term, by contrast these sites are
in a popular location, are
deliverable and in the short term
and will help to address housing
needs in the early part of the plan
period.
Mr Nick Story Homes Proposes Site 463 for The information
Mclellan development and supports presented in contrary to

Greenbelt assumption that the
site should be considered for
Greenbelt deletion. Puts forward
that the River Don (and its
floodplain) is a sufficient barrier
between Washington and
Follingsby and that it is highly
accessible being only a 20min
walk to Concord centre.
Development of the site should
not considered to constitute
urban sprawl and Follingsby is not
part of the town of Gateshead, so
doesn't apply in terms of
settlement merging also the site
is too urban to be classed as
countryside.

information held by the
Council on the site and
would require further
consideration.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Church The medium growth scenario Your comments have
Commissioners should be used as a minimum for | been noted and will be
For England the housing target. Itis given due consideration
recommended that the period
covered by the SHLAA is amended
so that it covers the full plan
period. The SHLAA identifies site
426 as being able to deliver 450
dwellings, however this was
based on previous a previous
scheme and following pre-
application discussions with
Officers a scheme of up to 500
dwelling is now proposed. The
SHLAA should be amended to
reflect this.
Church Support the inclusion of site BU12 | Your comments have
Commissioners for inclusion within Stage 2 of the | been noted and
For England Green Belt Study and that it will be given due
would be a suitable location for consideration.
growth Subsequent review of
Green Belt Stage 1 has
recommended that the
parcel be removed from
any further
consideration,
constituting urban
sprawl (having no
boundary with urban
area and no potential
for rounding-off), and
supporting the
openness of the
countryside. The
area in question is
considered as part of
SLR site 426, and this
raises significant issues
relating to biodiversity
and infrastructure
concerns too.
Church Still fully support the strategy set | Your comments have

Commissioners

out in the 2013 Core Strategy

been noted and will be
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Details
greenspace requirement would
badly affect future housing
delivery in the area
Kath Lawless | Head Of Concerned that a significant Your comments have
Planning change in migration patterns been noted and

Newcastle City
Council

between Sunderland and
Newcastle could affect the
implementation of the objectives
in their Local Plan

will be given due
consideration. The
Council will work closely
with Newcastle City
Council on these cross
boundary issues
through the duty-to-
cooperate.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
For England given due consideration
Church Fully support the approach Your comments and
Commissioners towards focusing housing growth | support have been
For England within South Sunderland. noted.
Mr Steve Area Director Sulgrave: Higher growth options Your comments have
Gawthorpe Homes And preferred in order to meet been noted and will be
Communities economic aspirations, and to given due consideration
Agency support City Centre and other
centre regeneration. Uncertainty
over timing of some sites
in South Sunderland Growth Area
means there is need for flexibility
elsewhere across City.
Washington is ideal location for
strategic land
release.
Mr Steve Area Director Sulgrave: Additional land will be Your comments have
Gawthorpe Homes And required to meet higher growth been noted and will be
Communities option GB land necessary and given due consideration
Agency land east of Sulgrave is in
sustainable position beside IAMP.
Mr Steve Area Director Cherry Knowle: Site BU4 - Your comments have
Gawthorpe Homes And Welcome fact that small been noted and it is
Communities Greenbelt allocation acknowledged that the
Agency has been separately reviewed in scoring for Greenbelt
SLR, and put forward that it 'purpose’ would be
serves little Greenbelt purpose different if site BU4 was
and could become part of a larger | surrounded by SSGA
development of Cherry Knowle. development/road on 3
Recommends that the scoring for | sides.
Green Belt 'purpose' for this area
should be downgraded. Land
immediately to the north of BU4
(site 824 in SLR) should be
considered alongside this site as
part of wider proposals.
Mr Steve Area Director Cherry Knowle: Question the Your comments have
Gawthorpe Homes And assumptions in HRA report on been noted and will be
Communities greenspace requirements for given due consideration
Agency mitigation measures. The

assumption that 250 homes
would equal a population of 1000
population and the subsequent

Kath Lawless

Head Of
Planning
Newcastle City
Council

Newcastle would also like to
explore the implications of the
growth scenarios on growth in
jobs within the City and
employment sector

forecasts. Job growth of the
scale associated with the medium
or higher growth scenarios is
likely to include growth in job
sectors and companies operating
across the city market areas and
given the inclusion of Newcastle
within the Sunderland travel to
work area further consideration
of the implications of the
Experian led growth options
would be appropriate.
Additionally, Newcastle would
request that the transport
assessments of the identified
growth scenarios, and the
implications for the existing
transport network and assumed
modal split, be shared with
Newcastle so that any
implications to Newcastle and the
City's planned improvements to
the transport network can be
understood.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration. The
Council will work closely
with Newcastle City
Council on these

cross boundary issues
through the duty-to-
cooperate.

James

Senior Planning

Cannot answer the questions as

Your comments have
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proportion of homes to sustain
housing choice and delivery and
prevent economic stagnation
over the next plan period.

Richard
Newsome

Story Homes

Low growth option would have
negative knock-on effects to
public services and facilities,
schools and general retail vitality;
it would also result in limited
choices of new housing being
delivered throughout the City. It
would be planning for decline and
not meet the OAN.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Richard
Newsome

Story Homes

Medium Growth Scenario is
wholly unsustainable as it also
fails to deliver the much needed
level of new homes required in
Sunderland when taking into
account its legacy of under
delivery and stalled housing sites
in unviable locations. Although
this option would deliver similar
levels of residential development
to those recently achieved in
Sunderland the Council must
recognise that under

these levels of growth Sunderland
has faced still faced economic
decline and increasing levels of
out-commuting resulting in
significant social,

economic and environmental
underperformance throughout
the City. This trend will only
continue unless a High Growth
Option is planned for.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Hudson Advisor set been noted and will be
Environment out in the consultation letter but given due consideration
Agency have provided an overview of the
environmental issues that should
be taken into consideration.
James Senior Planning The Local Plan should have regard | Your comments have
Hudson Advisor to the objectives of the WFD and been noted and will be
Environment the Northumbrian River Basin given due consideration
Agency Management Plan. It seeks to
ensure that all water bodies
achieve good status by 2021 &
2027 and to prevent the
deterioration in the status of the
water bodies. This should be
reflected is the SA, including a
WEFD indicator
James Senior Planning SA Objective 9 should include Your comments have
Hudson Advisor reference to both surface water been noted and will be
Environment and ground water quality. This given due consideration
Agency should also be reflected within
the key issue section on page 14.
James Senior Planning The results of the Wear Rivers The findings of this
Hudson Advisor Trust Topsoil Project should feed project will be
Environment directly into the Local Plan. considered once they
Agency are known.
James Senior Planning Environment Agency outlines the | Your comments have
Hudson Advisor potential to build SUDS into the been noted and will be
Environment design of new developments given due consideration
Agency which will have the benefit of
reducing risk of flooding and act
to trap and to some extent
mitigate the effect of pollutants,
including settling out sediments
which can impact on invertebrate
by having
a smothering effect on river beds.
Richard Story Homes High growth supported. The Your comments have
Newsome majority of new residential been noted and will be

development in the next plan
period should occur in the South
Sunderland Growth Area and
Washington Sub Area but
Coalfield area needs a good

given due consideration

Richard
Newsome

Story Homes

Puts forward Site 128 and
suggests suitable mitigation

Site promotion and
suggested

mitigation given due
consideration. The
Council has updated the
2016

SHLAA. Site 128 has
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Details
assessment for 638 can
be found in the 2016
SHLAA update report.
Carol Naylor | George F White High Growth option favoured, Your comments have
distribution should not be dealt been noted and will be
with as a percentage split. Brexit | given due consideration
need to be considered, but note
that 2014 based SNPP already
presume net international
migration will fall significantly by
2021.
Carol Naylor | George F White Puts forward further details on Further information

site 641 of the SHLAA to prove
the site is available, achievable
and economically viable

regarding sites
availability, achievability
and economic viability
considered. The Council
has updated the 2016
SHLAA. A SHLAA site
assessment for 641 can
be found in the 2016
SHLAA update report.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
been assessed as a
developable site,
capable of delivering
140 units within the 6-
10 year period.
Clare Countryside Concern about Seaburn Camp Your comments have
Rawcliffe Officer South housing proposals as it would been noted and will be
Tyneside Council result in the loss of open space given due consideration
which is used as an alternative by | as
dog walkers instead of the coast. part of Stage 2 Green
Belt review, SHLAA
review and SLR updates.
Clare Countryside Concern regarding 714, 401 and Your comments have
Rawcliffe Officer South 642 none of these should be been noted and will be
Tyneside Council developed. Form a strategic given due consideration
wildlife corridor, linking to as part of Stage 2 Green
Bramston Pond LNR, key species Belt review, SHLAA
including water voles present on review and SLR
these sites. updates. Comments
being forwarded to
Sunderland Countryside
Officers.
Clare Countryside SLR info on Site 175 Fulwell Your comments have
Rawcliffe Officer South Quarries “ strong objection direct | been noted and will be
Tyneside Council impact to LNR (statutory given due consideration
designation) and adjacent to SSSI
Carol Naylor | George F White High Growth option favoured, Your comments have
distribution should not be dealt been noted and will be
with as a percentage split. given due consideration
Implications of Brexit need to be
considered, but note that 2014
based SNPP already presume net
international migration
will fall significantly by 2021.
Agree with the 2013 Area
distribution.
Carol Naylor | George F White Puts forward further details on Further information

site 638 of the SHLAA to prove
the site is available, achievable
and economically viable

regarding site
availability, achievability
and economic viability
considered. The Council
has updated the 2016
SHLAA. A SHLAA site

Andy Downer

Northumbria
Water
Ltd.

Fulwell Reservoir site 254. Accept
site as 6-10 but consider SLR as
overly cautious.

Further to the Growth
Options SLR, the
Council has considered
site 254 (Fulwell
Reservoir) further in the
SHLAA. Since the
Growth Options
Consultation in 2016,
the Council has updated
the SHLAA
Methodology to accord
with Planning Practice
Guidance: Housing and
Economic Land
Availability
Assessments. This
updated methodology
was applied to SHLAA
sites as part of the 2016
SHLAA update to ensure
consistency and
robustness of the
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assessment. A SHLAA
site assessment for 254
can be found in the
2016 SHLAA update
report.

Full Name

Organisation
Details

Summary of Response

Council response

Andy Downer

Northumbria
Water
Ltd.

Site 407 at Springwell Village is
the best location for a new
drinking water reservoir to serve
the area. The southern part of
the site is proposed for reservoir

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration.

Andy Downer

Northumbria

Will be able to provide further

The Infrastructure

Strategy. Nexus requests that due
consideration be given to the
potential for new Metro
corridors, that the City Council
protects the spatial envelope
of former railway alignments
including space for access and
potential stations identified
within the Metro and Local Rail
Strategy to preserve this
potential. These currently
include: South Hylton Metro
Station to Victoria Viaduct;
Follingsby to Fencehouses and
City centre to Doxford via
Thornhill and Farringdon

Andrew
Walker

Business
Development
Officer Nexus

Whilst Nexus does not object to
the consideration of any of the
sites included in this consultation
for future development in this
Growth Options consultation, the
contents of the

Nexus Planning Liaison Policy and
the requirement for accessible
public transport are emphasised
including ensuring all new
developments are within 400m of
a current or new bus service or
within 800m of a Metro station,
and also that appropriate
developer contributions will be
requested at all such sites to
accompany the granting of
planning permissions

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration. The
Infrastructure Delivery
Plan will set

out the infrastructure
that is required to
deliver the Plan and
how it will be funded

Water comments regarding Delivery Plan (IDP)

Ltd. infrastructure once more detail is | will set out the
available. Look forward for future | infrastructure that is
opportunities to comment. required to deliver the

Plan and how it will be
funded. The Council
will work closely with
NWL on the preparation
of the IDP.
Andrew Business Where large areas have been Your comments have
Walker Development identified for development, been noted and will be

Officer Nexus including the 3000-dwelling given due

development area in Sunderland consideration.

South and the areas of up to 1500

dwellings in the Millfield and

Pallion areas on the southern

banks of the River Wear, Nexus

considers that these should be

designed to include maximum

public transport accessibility from

the outset, therefore it is

suggested that Masterplans are

produced for each of these

development areas to assess

potential demand and propose

potential new routes, or

extensions to existing services
Andrew Business The Combined Authority aims to Your comments have
Walker Development extend the existing Metro been noted and will be

Officer Nexus

network to improve transport
accessibility, as set out in the
draft NECA Metro and Local Rail

given due
consideration.

New Herrington
WMC And
Institute

Supports the high growth option
as it is believed that the medium
and low growth would be
planning for decline. Itis also
believed that the approach set
out in the 2013 Core Strategy is
still appropriate. The high growth
option would necessitate
Greenbelt release and the WMC

Your comments have
been noted and

will be given due
consideration. The
submission considers
that the yield and
housing density could
be higher. This has
previously been set low
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site is considered a logical, low-
impact release.

due to previous designs
put forward focused
residential
development on non
Greenbelt area, to
create new community
centre with car parking,
to retain TPO's trees
and safeguard the
bowling green.

Full Name

Organisation
Details

Summary of Response

Council response

New Herrington

The site yield is too low. Whole

The Council has

WMC And site is updated the 2016
Institute 1.5ha, 41 dwellings appropriate SHLAA The capacity of
rather than 14 SHLAA site
113, has been amended
to 41 units.
North East High growth supported. The Your comments have
Building And majority of new residential been noted and will be

Development
Ltd.

development in the next plan
period should occur in the South
Sunderland Growth Area and
Washington Sub Area but
Coalfield area needs a good
proportion of homes to sustain
housing choice and delivery and
prevent economic stagnation
over the next plan period.

given due consideration

Sunderland when taking into
account its legacy of under
delivery and stalled housing sites
in unviable locations. Although
this option would deliver similar
levels of residential development
to those recently achieved in
Sunderland the Council must
recognise that under these levels
of growth Sunderland has faced
still faced economic decline and
increasing levels of out-
commuting resulting in significant
social, economic and
environmental underperformance
throughout the City. This trend
will only continue unless a High
Growth Option is planned for.

North East
Building And
Development
Ltd.

Low growth option would have
negative knock-on effects to
public services and facilities,
schools and general retail vitality;
it would also result in limited
choices of new housing being
delivered throughout the City. It
would be planning for decline and
not meet the OAN.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

North East
Building And
Development
Ltd.

Puts forward Site 128 and
suggests suitable mitigation

Site promotion and
suggested

mitigation given due
consideration. The
Council has updated the
2016

SHLAA. Site 128 has
been assessed as a
developable site,
capable of delivering
140 units within the 6-
10 year period.

North East
Building And
Development
Ltd.

Medium Growth Scenario is
wholly unsustainable as it also
fails to deliver the much needed
level of new homes required in

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Ellen Bekker

Planning Adviser
Natural England

A preferred growth option has
not been stated although the
higher the growth in the City the
more likely development will
have effect designated site. Feel
that the relationship between the
growth options and the SLR is
unclear at this stage. Should the
location of development become
more certain, Natural England
could provide more detailed
advice on how development
might affect the natural
environment and we would
therefore welcome early
discussion on this.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration
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Ellen Bekker

Planning Adviser
Natural England

HRA Screening: NE concurs with
conclusions of the Screening
Report. Need early discussion
when site locations are being
considered. Detailed comments
on elements identified in HRA

Your comments have
been noted. Sunderland
City Council will
continue to consult with
Natural England
regarding HRA and site
identification matters.

Ellen Bekker

Planning Adviser
Natural England

SA Concur with the conclusions of
this

report and welcome the SA of the
Growth Options and considered it
a good framework for assessment
of the Growth Options.

Welcome the inclusion of green
infrastructure corridors in the
review. There 18

SSSls in Sunderland, rather than
17 noted in the SA. It would help
to include a map of these.

Would like to see the baseline
and issues/opportunities
regarding the National Character
Areas to be updated. Advise that
the impact of water quantity and
quality and air quality on
biodiversity interests including
designated sites are considered.
Update to consider the
vulnerability of habitats to
climate change. Potential to
consider the proportion of Best
and Most Versatile Agricultural
Land which could be developed.
Advise that an assessment of the
effects of water quality and
quantity and air quality on
biodiversity, including designated
sites, is added. The potential
impact upon the Durham
Heritage Coast could include in
the assessment for Landscape
andTownscape.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration
during the preparation
of the SA.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Natural England showing assessment of suitability | been noted and will be
of sites for development. Also given due consideration
should refer to SSSI Impact Risk
Zones. Should also refer to
Priority Habitats and Species.
Ellen Bekker | Planning Adviser Green Belt Review: Welcome the | Your comments have

Natural England

inclusion of Green Infrastructure
corridors in the review.

been noted and will be
given due consideration

Lord Durham

Lord Durham

Puts forward major Green belt

Comments have been

Ellen Bekker

Planning Adviser

SLR: Suggest include maps

Your comments have

Estates Estates site to north of Penshaw. Itis duly noted.
claimed that there are no However the
constraints and that the site is information presented
sustainable as it is within easy is contrary to
access of facilities and does not information that the
conflict with any of the purposes Council holds and the
of Green Belt. revised Greenbelt
Review has now
recommended that the
parcel is not considered
beyond Stage 1, due to
fundamental impact to
openness and
encroachment of
countryside.
Linda Mary Consultation has not been very Your comments have
Wood well publicised and Coalfields do been noted and will be
not need anymore new housing. given due consideration
Further consultation is needed.
Barbara Principal, Have considered the three Your comments have
Hooper Historic Places options but feel there is sufficient | been noted and will be
Team Historic information to assess the impact given due consideration
England on heritage assets. Suggest using
heritage assessment element in
SLR to further inform SA.
Helen Population in decline, figures are Your comments have

overestimated due to lower birth
rate.

been noted and

will be given due
consideration. The
Council has used
Government published
figures to inform the
preparation of the Plan
drawn from the Census

Page | 170



Full Name

Organisation
Details

Summary of Response

Council response

and ONS.
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Helen

Believes that Greenbelt should
not be used for housing as there
is plenty of brownfield land
available, and Coalfields could be
used.

Your comments have
been noted and

will be given due
consideration.
Brownfield land in the
city has diminished in
recent years, and even
the low growth option
could not be delivered
purely be re-using
brownfield land.

work show people often do not
live and work in the same
borough. Recognising recent falls
in population, the number of
houses to be built should reflect
realistic population estimates

been given as part of
the demographic
modelling work and will
be used to inform the
preferred strategy.

Greg Skeoch

The amount of green belt land
lost to IAMP should be sufficient
for the City as a whole. Further
loss will reduce attractiveness of
City as place to live and do
business.

Your comments have
been noted and

will be given due
consideration. The
Council will give further
consideration as to
whether Green Belt
development is
required to deliver the
strategy as the Core
Strategy develops.

Greg Skeoch

Supports growth in economy but
should not be through the loss of
green belt. Secure development
by using brownfield land.

Your comments have
been noted and

will be given due
consideration. The
Council will give further
consideration as to
whether Green Belt
development is
required to deliver the
strategy as the Core
Strategy develops.. The
plan will seek to
prioritise development
of brownfield sites

Supports the medium growth
option and does not believe that
the approach set out in the 2013
Core Strategy in still appropriate.
The Core Strategy should now
focus on land previously used for
housing or current unsatisfactory
housing where there is already
infrastructure in place. Would like
to see more development

in Central Sunderland and South
Sunderland. Believes that
housing appropriate to city centre
living creates a vibrant city centre
and regenerates the whole city.
Also there

are development opportunities
along River due to new bridge.
Would also like to see more
development in Washington but
not on the Greenbelt and less
development in the Coalfields
due to lack of school places and
flood risks.

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.

Greg Skeoch

Caution is needed in relation to
the number of new houses to be
built. New houses do not mean
that jobs will be created and new
jobs do not necessarily require
new houses local patterns of

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due
consideration.
Consideration to
commuting patterns has

Mrs Claire
Harrison-Coe

Supports a low to medium growth
option and does not believe that
the approach set out in the 2013
Core Strategy is still appropriate.
Concerned that there will not be
the resources/infrastructure to
support high growth. Would like
to see less residential
development and more
employment uses and retail in
Central Sunderland. Believes that
development should be
distributed and relevant to need

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
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in the area and brownfield
availability.

Full Name
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Council response

Gillian
Gibson

Sunderland City
Council

When considering the negative
impacts of the medium and
higher growth options there are
two hazards that could have a
very direct impact on health.
These are road traffic accidents
and air quality. Should the higher
growth option be pursued it is
imperative that increase traffic
movement across the city does
not put the lives of our children
and young people at further risk
of accidents and that steps are
taken to mitigate the impact on
air quality through the
implementation of evidence
based interventions including
increased

20mph zones, greater support for
active travel and appropriate tree
planting.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

addressing housing need they
also take account of wider issues
such as social cohesion and
access to physical activity.

Gillian
Gibson

Sunderland City
Council

There is increasing evidence that
environment plays a critical part
in encouraging people to be
physically active. The higher
growth option identifies that
significant land would need to be
released from Green Belt. If this
is green space that is

accessed by local people then its
loss could be to the detriment of
their health.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Gillian
Gibson

Sunderland City
Council

The City has a high dependency
ratio which has a significant
impact on demands on a range of
public services, particularly health
and social care. The low growth
option, which has been identified
as leading to the continued
decrease in working age
population would further
exacerbate this issue at a time of
increased financial pressures for
public services, including the local
NHS.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Gillian
Gibson

Sunderland City
Council

The Five Ways to Wellbeing are a
set of evidence based actions,
identified by the New Economics
Foundation, which promote
people's wellbeing. They are
Connect, Be Active, Take Notice,
Keep Learning and Give. Each of
these elements may be
influenced by the growth

option selected and the way in
which it is then implemented.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Gillian
Gibson

Sunderland City
Council

The planned housing construction
identified in the growth options
could be used to tackle some of
the health issues for Sunderland.
The design of such housing
developments should, however,
ensure that in addition to

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Gillian
Gibson

Sunderland City
Council

The Five Ways to Wellbeing are a
set of evidence based actions,
identified by the New Economics
Foundation, which promote
people's wellbeing. They are
Connect, Be Active, Take Notice,
Keep Learning and Give. Each of
these elements may be
influenced by the growth

option selected and the way in
which it is then implemented.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Durham
County
Council

Spatial Policy
Team Durham
County Council

DCC are supportive of the IAMP
and its potential contribution to
economic growth in the NECA
area.

Your comments have
been noted and will be
given due consideration

Durham
County

Spatial Policy
Team Durham

It is important to ensure that the
assumptions made in developing

Your comments have
been noted and will be
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Full Name

Organisation
Details

Summary of Response

Council response

Council

County Council

scenarios for our Local Plans are
compatible. There are two areas
in which assumptions made in the
Growth Options appear to be at
variance to those used in the
emerging Durham Plan, these
being adjustments to the
commuting rates under the
medium growth scenario and the
adjustments to net migration
rates under both the medium and
high growth scenarios. Itis
unclear from the Growth Options
document what employment
opportunities or strategy would
be delivered to enact the
reduction in the commuting ratio.
The transport implications of such
as change are also unclear. DCC
would welcome the opportunity
to discuss these issues as part of
the duty to cooperate.

given due
consideration. We will
continue to work with
Durham Council under
the duty-to-cooperate
to fully understand the
cross boundary issues
of the Core Strategy.

Full Name

Organisation
Details

Summary of Response

Council response

employment uses in South
Sunderland but less retail
development. Believes that there
should be less residential
development and retailing in
North Sunderland and

W ashington but more
employment uses.

Ms Maureen
Lambton

Supports the low growth option
and is of the view that the
amount of Greenbelt which will
be needed for the IAMP any
further land needed for
employment and housing should
be taken from brownfield and
previously developed areas.

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with other
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Mr George
Martin

Support for medium growth
option and

does not believe that the
approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy is still appropriate.
Would like to see brownfield and
derelict sites

developed first and Washington
will already contribute a larger
chunk of greenbelt for IAMP.
Would like to see more
residential and retail
developments and employment
uses in Central Sunderland and
Coalfields and to support the City
Centre no further development of
retail parks.

Believes that the Coalfields has
more scope to absorb extra
housing it is the least densely
populated Would like to see more
residential development and

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Mrs Susanne
Miller

Supports the low growth option
and does not believe that the
approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy is still appropriate.
Would like to see retail uses
developed within all existing
areas. Considers the priorities for
housing should attracting key
workers to the City, using
brownfield land and housing that
is affordable.

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

James Daly Supports medium growth option Your comments will be
and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Would like to see reduced the next draft of the
housing focus on the Coalfields Core Strategy
and encourage economic growth.

Agrees with housing growth in

Sunderland South. Greenbelt

housing in Washington should be

encouraged.
Mrs Lisa Does not believe that the Your comments will be
Harris approach set out in the 2013 Core | given due consideration

Strategy is still appropriate.
Believes that growth should be
supported and encouraged but

and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
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Full Name

Organisation
Details

Summary of Response

Council response

not at the expense of the
Greenbelt.

Core Strategy

Mr lan Harris

Does not believe that the
approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy is still appropriate.
Believes that growth should be
supported and encouraged but
not at the expense of the
Greenbelt.

Your comments will be
given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Ms Donna Supports the low growth option Your comments will be
Bishop and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Believes that the coalfield area the next draft of the
should be given major Core Strategy
consideration in any future
development.
Mr Supports the low growth option Your comments will be
Christopher and does not believe that the given due consideration
Bishop approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Believes that there must be the next draft of the
sufficient brownfield sites that Core Strategy.
could be developed before
Greenbelt is considered. Believes
that all housing should be
developed in the Coalfields as it is
the least densely populated.
Mr Dennis Does not believe that the Your comments will be
Lambton approach set out in the 2013 Core | given due consideration

Strategy is still appropriate.
Supports growth but not at the
expense of the Greenbelt and
that existing proposals for job
creation are enough to support
growth. The priority should be
brownfield over greenfield. Also
the number of houses to be built
should not be based on the
number of jobs that might be
created.

and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Joan Pearson

Supports the medium growth
option and believes that the

Your comments will be
given due consideration

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details

approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Would like to see maximised use the next draft of the
of brownfield sites in Core Strategy
all areas for development
and Greenbelt safeguarded while
taking into consideration the
higher volume of traffic since
2013.

J P Pearson Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Would like to see maximum the next draft of the
utilisation of brownfield sites in Core Strategy
all areas

Angela Supports the low growth option Your comments will be

Templeman and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. Does | will be used to inform
not want to see development on the next draft of the
the Greenbelt, greenfield sites or | Core Strategy.
Settlement Breaks

Dan Banning Supports the low growth option Your comments will be
and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. Does | will be used to inform
not want to see development on the next draft of the
Greenbelt, greenfield sites or Core Strategy
Settlement Breaks

Mitchell Supports the low growth option Your comments will be

Templeman and does not want to see given due consideration
development in the Greenbelt, and along with others
greenfield sites or Settlement will be used to inform
Breaks. the next draft of the

Core Strategy
Matt Supports the low growth option Your comments will be
Banning and does not believe that the given due consideration

approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy is still appropriate. Does
not want to see development in
Greenbelt, greenfield sites or
Settlement Breaks.

and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
SC Supports low growth option and Your comment will be
Templeman believes that the approach set given due consideration
out in the 2013 Core Strategy is and along with others
still appropriate. Does not want will be used to inform
to see development on the the next draft of the
Greenbelt, greenfield sites or the | Core Strategy.
Settlement Breaks.
P Nelson Does not believe that the Your comments will be
approach set out in the 2013 Core | given due consideration
Strategy is still appropriate. and along with others
Supports growth but will be used to inform
not at the expense of the the next draft of the
Greenbelt. Proposals already in Core Strategy
existence to delete Greenbelt
land for job creation are sufficient
to support growth and building
houses on this basis of extra jobs
is not acceptable.
I Nelson Does not believe that the Your comments will be
approach set out in the 2013 Core | given due consideration
Strategy is still appropriate. and along with others
Believes that growth is good but will be used to inform
not at the expensive of Greenbelt | the next draft of the
and that proposals already in Core Strategy.
place are adequate for growth
support.
Audrey Need better infrastructure i.e. Your comments will be
Thompson roads and parking to attract and given due consideration
retain home owners. and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
Ann Huntley Supports the medium growth Your comments will be

option

and believes that the approach
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy
documents is still appropriate.
Would like to see more retail
provision in coalfields as well as
schools, leisure facilities and
libraries. Also need housing for
the elderly, especially bungalows
and sheltered housing and

given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
affordable
rental properties.

Helen Supports the medium growth Your comments will be

Thompson option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used inform the

next draft of the Core
Strategy

Alice Curtis Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. Also will be used to inform
believes that the infrastructure the next draft of the
that is available at the moment Core Strategy.
cannot cope. Would like to see
the Bridges expanded to include
the High Street and less housing
in South Sunderland and the
Coalfields

Brian Support high growth option and Your comments have

Thompson believes that the approach set been given
out in the 2013 Core Strategy is consideration and will
still appropriate. Would like to be used along with
see derelict and partially derelict other to inform the next
industrial land brought back into draft of the Core
use for housing. Strategy.

John Thew Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and will be used along
is still appropriate with other to inform the

next draft of the Core
Strategy

GJ Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Thompson and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate will be used to inform

the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
A Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
Greenwood option and does not believe the given due consideration

approach set out in the 2013
Growth Options is still
appropriate. Would like to see

and will be used along
with others to inform
the next draft of the
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
more residential development in Core Strategy.
Central Sunderland and in
Washington as there is more land
available in Washington.
However would like to see less
residential development in
the Coalfields.

C Buddle Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate. will be used to inform

the next draft of the
Core Strategy.

Christopher Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Bell given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Jeremy Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Wicking and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate. will be used to inform

the next draft of the
Core Strategy

Peter Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

Thompson and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate. will be used to inform

the next draft of the
Core Strategy
E Mcevoy Supports the high growth option Your comments will be

and does not believe that the
approach set out in the 2013 Core
Strategy is still appropriate.
Should be more employment uses
and retail in Central Sunderland
and a better mix of housing to
suit young professionals. Should
be more residential development
and employment use in South
Sunderland and the Washington.
Would like to see more

given due consideration
and along with others
will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
residential development in the
Coalfields and North Sunderland
as long as natural assets of the
coast are protected.
Ken Supports medium growth option. | Your comments will be
Smithson Would like to see more given due consideration
residential development and and along with others
offices in Central Sunderland to will be used to inform
boost retail and more the next draft of the
employment uses on brownfield Core Strategy
sites in South Sunderland. Would
like to see more employment in
North Sunderland and
Washington but no housing on
greenfield sites. In the Coalfields
would like to see more residential
development and employment
uses on brownfield land, also an
improvement to transport links.
Annabel Supports the medium growth Your comments will be
Lawson option and believes that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and will be used along
Strategy is still appropriate. with other to inform the
Would like to see more next draft of the Core
residential development in Strategy. A Retail
Central Sunderland which would Needs Assessment has
make the area feel safer and the been prepared as part
retail area needs updating. of the revised evidence
Believes that base.
South Sunderland should be
linked to the Coalfields and that
retail provision in the Coalfields
needs to be improved although
maybe too late as Dalton Park is
expanding further.
Michael My concern is for any new Your comments have
Harding housing to be used on the Green been noted and will be

Belt at Springwell Village. There
are many reasons, traffic
increasing, emerging routes
congested, environmental issues,
which are only a few to mention.
There are many brownfield areas

given due consideration
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Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
Strategy is still appropriate will be used to inform
the next draft of the
Core Strategy.
Mr Kevin Supports the high growth option Your comments will be
Bond and believes that the approach given due consideration
set out in the 2013 Core Strategy | and along with others
is still appropriate will be used to inform
the net draft of the
Core Strategy
Miss Does not believe that the Your comments will be
Charlotte approach set out in the 2013 Core | given due consideration
Nelson Strategy is still appropriate. and along with others
Growth is supported will be used to inform
but not at the expense of the the next draft of the
greenbelt and that job creationis | Core Strategy
not enough to support growth.
Christina RSPB Northern Sustainability Appraisal Your comments have
Taylor England Office Comments: proposed alteration been noted and will be
t0 2.2.2; to objective 8; In given due consideration
Biodiversity section - SSSls also
need to be taken into account
Christina RSPB Northern HRA Screening comments: the Your comments have
Taylor England Office International sites are properly been noted and will be

screened out of the HRA process;
impact on non-indigenous plants;
proof required that demonstrates
that SANGS will work in diverting
people from coastal areas; SAMM
mitigation measures
contradiction, i.e. that cliff top
walking will be encouraged but at
same time is not expected to
provide a realistic alternative to
beaches and other areas for dog
walking; further
analysis/monitoring is required;
the emerging Durham County
Local Plan should be included in
an in- combination assessment.

given due
consideration.

Full Name Organisation Summary of Response Council response
Details
in Washington which could be
redeveloped and are half empty
units, factories etc but have been
overloaded. To me it’s ridiculous
to use Green Belt land and
destroy a community and the
environmental
land that we should preserve.

Mary Peel Considering the recent Your comments have
referendum results and the total been noted and will be
uncertainty | think a pause is given due consideration
necessary or further
investigation. Less housing and
more employment. Do we really
need it! Don't build for the sake
of building

Miss Eve Supports the low growth option Your comments will be

Lambton and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. will be used to inform
Growth should be supported but the next draft of the
not on the Greenbelt Core Strategy.

Mr David Supports the low growth option Your comments will be

Lambton and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and will be used along
Strategy is still appropriate. with others to inform
Growth should be considered but | the next draft of the
not on the Greenbelt Core Strategy.

Mr Chris Supports the low growth option Your comments will be

Lambton and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 is and along with others
still appropriate. We should be will be used to inform
able to grow but not to the the next draft of the
detriment of our green belts Core Strategy

Miss Angela Supports to low growth option Your comments will be

Lambton and does not believe that the given due consideration
approach set out in the 2013 Core | and along with others
Strategy is still appropriate. Does | will be used to inform
not want development to take the next draft of the
place on the Greenbelt Core Strategy.

Ms Philippa Supports the medium growth Your comments will be

Abbott option and believes that the given due consideration

approach set out in the 2013 Core

and along with others
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Other Issues Raised at the Growth Options Consultation Events:

20th May — Wear Catchment Partnership, Rainton Meadows
. Location of potential housing development and economic development, impact to waterways
and drainage, ecology, landscape.

21st May - City Library
. Interest in Washington ELR sites

. Query over demographic modelling
. Concerns over impact on natural environment

23rd May — Houghton Library

. Improvements needed to appearance of Houghton centre, signposts for car park locations etc.

. Query over whether new supermarket is still proposed on Houghton colliery site.
. Central route — whether this is still being progressed and timescales.

. Houghton and the Coalfield not seen as a Council priority and all investment is focused on
Sunderland City.

23rd May - Bunnyhill Centre
. Need jobs growth

. SSTC and new Bridge in wrong location- need additional bridge over River Wear
. Lack of local facilities in Town End Farm

24th May - Kayll Road
. SSTC

24th May — Ryhope
. Need to protect the environment
. Safeguard our greenspaces
. Improve the City Centre
. Create jobs

25th May — Washington Galleries
. Land east of Sulgrave / north of Nissan — suitability for development

. Protection of Green Belt across city

. Protection of Green Belt specifically around Springwell Village- road capacity, impact on
landscape, school and village already vibrant

26th May - Sandhill Centre
. Retailing in Sunderland — too many restrictions on traders

. More tourist attractions along the coast
. Sunderland needs a lot of investment to be able to compete with neighbouring cities.

27th May - Hetton Library
. Concern about “white land” to the east of Hetton, and whether that would be safeguarded
from residential development or quarrying. Questions about the level of protection afforded to
this open countryside

27th May — Washington Millennium Centre
. Previous uses on sites that are now being developed for housing

6th June — Washington Millennium Centre
. General interest in housing development in South Sunderland and Washington

. General support for new housing development

. Acceptance that IAMP is strategically necessary, even if it means loss of a few properties and
some of the Green Belt to the north of Nissan

7th June — Ryhope Library
. Concern about volume of housing proposed around Ryhope, and concern that it may develop
independently to Ryhope and not improve the existing village infrastructure or quality of
shops/village centre

9th June — Doxford Park
. Better understanding of the justification for development of the SSGA area, and of the
constraints that will be impacted upon / need to be addressed — especially
groundwater/surface water flooding at Thristley Wood, for example

. A lot of concern that significant levels of development across Doxford Park and Silksworth in
particular will have on the road network congestion, on pedestrian safety/road safety and the
environment as a whole

. Questioning why Sunderland needed to arrest the population decline, and why higher levels of
housing growth were required in the first place

. Questioned whether younger professionals are actually leaving Sunderland, and why this
would be

. Generally appreciative of the extra efforts to inform local residents in the area, and with Keep
Burdon Green

. A resident was keen for higher growth across the city, and keen for economic development to
occur across the city
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10th June - Kayll Road Library
. Concern that city strategically has given-up employment land, and that now there is a shortfall
in places, particularly in Washington

. It made sense for the riverside areas of Pallion and Deptford to be retained for employment, to
make up for the shortfall elsewhere, and considering that the new road will improve access.

10th June - Fulwell Library
. Need to ensure that we maximise / take opportunity to develop on a number of existing
brownfield and greenfield sites that are suitable for development

. General interest on potential development sites in Fulwell / Seaburn area

11th June — Houghton Library
. Area should no longer be referred to as the coalfield, should we now be calling it Houghton
and Hetton

. Local transport scheme in the area and how consultation has been poor

. Discussion around previous use of sites and questioning whether some land should be built on
for health reasons

. Local retailing centres are in decline, one of the main costs is business rates

. Area has seen a lot of housing building recently and questioning whether this should continue
in the future

. New housing is putting pressure on local schools and services

11th June — Washington Galleries
. Cost of local transport

. Comments on information provided in the SLR sheets

. Recognition that this was not a ward issue, it is a city wide issue

29th June - Youth Parliament (Sunderland)
. Concern about the environment, loss of habitat that needs protecting

More young people saw their future away from Sunderland (regional shift) than in Sunderland — more
a reflection of keeping variety of options open.
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APPENDIX 16: Draft Core Strategy and Development

Plan (2017) — Evidence Base
Habitats Regulation Assessment (2017)

Sustainability Appraisal (2017)
Health Impact Assessment (2017)
Equality Impact Assessment (2017)

Sunderland Demographic Analysis and Forecasts (2017)
Sunderland Demographic Analysis and Forecasts (2016)

Green Belt Review Stage 1 (2016)
Green Belt Assessment Stage 1 Updated and Stage 2 (2017)
Green Belt Stage 3 Site Selection Report (2017)

Sunderland Strategic Housing Market Assessment Update (2016)
Sunderland Strategic Housing Market Assessment Update (2017)

Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (2017)

Strategic Land Review - Coalfields (2016)
Strategic Land Review - North (2016)
Strategic Land Review - West (2016)
Strategic Land Review - East (2016)
Strategic Land Review - Washington (2016)

Draft Sunderland Housing Strategy (2017)

Gypsy's and Traveller's Site Assessment Report (2017)
Gypsy and traveller Needs Assessment (2017)

Sunderland Employment Land Review (2016)
Employment Land Review: Post EU Referendum Forecasting Analysis

Sunderland Retail Needs Assessment Volume 1 (2016)
Sunderland Retail Needs Assessment Volume 2 (2016)
Sunderland Retail Needs Assessment Volume 3 (2016)

Sunderland Leisure Needs Assessment (2016)

Economic Masterplan
3 6 9 Vision for Sunderland

Sunderland Playing Pitch Plan
Sunderland Facilities Needs Assessment
Green Infrastructure Strategy Framework
Greenspace Audit and Report 2017

Settlement Break Review update (2017)

Conservation Area Character Appraisals and Management
Sunderland Landscape Character Assessment (2015)
Sunderland Wind and Solar Landscape Sensitivity Assessment (2015)

Local Flood Risk Management Strategy
Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (2017)

Transport Assessment (2017)

Draft Infrastructure Delivery Plan (2017)
Draft Sunderland Viability Assessment (2017)

Education Report (2017)

Mineral Safeguarding Area Topic Paper (2017)
Waste Needs Assessment (2017)
Local Aggregates Assessment (2016)

Growth Options Consultation Report (2017)
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APPENDIX 17: Draft Core Strategy and Development

Plan (2017) — Consultee Letter

ke
Sunderland
City Council

Commarcial Developmant

Plaming and Reganaraton

Chvic Camra

Surdon Raad

‘Sundarand

Tal {3191) 520 5555

W wiww_sundanand gaov ik

Dala 25 Juy 2017
Our ref.
Your raf

Uear Hesent

HAVE YOUR 5AY ON SUNDERLAND'S CORE STRATEGY AND DEVELOPMENT PLAN

| am writing to inform you that from 7 August to 2 October 2017, Sunderland City Council will be consulting on the first
draft of the Sunderland Core Strategy and Development Plan. This Plan sets out our long-term strategy on
development across the city to 2032, It will ensure that the right type of development is focused in the right places to
mest the nesds for local people and businesses.

By law, slllocal councils must prepare 3 long-term plan which sets cut how much development should take place, and
where, to mest the nesds of local people and businesses. The Plan is 3 frameweork which will ensure that Sunderlznd
can:

defiver an additional 12,200 homes

create 10,300 number of jobs

creste sustainable communities and deliver 3 mix of homes of different sizes and types to mest our nesds
support athriving economy through the development of the Uirban Core, Centres and employment sites
improve sustsinable transport

create healthy communities

deliver infrastructure such as schools and heslthcare to support our future growth

TR

.

In addition, we are slso consulting on the evidence base which justifies the Flan and two additional Flanning
Documents;
= Draft South Sunderland Growth Area (E5GA) Supplementary Planning Document {(SPD), S5GA Infrastructurs
Delivery Study {IDE) and associsted evidence bases. SE5GA has the ability to sccommodate approximately
3000 homes, the draft SPD will guide the future development of the sres
= Planning Obligations Scoping Report which sets out how the council has considered the nesd for planning
obligations and established an spproach whichis sppropriste, fair and justified.

Hawve your say
This Flan will shape the places where welive, work, and socislizs. That is why it is important that you have your say.

The consultation will run for 3 peried of 8 wesks, from Monday 7 August to Monday 2 October. All representations
should be completed and received by the council no Iater than S5pm on the final day of consultation.

The council will be hosting 3 number of drop-in events, whers officers will be availsble to answer any guestions that
you may have. The schedule for these events are overlesf:

Delivering services for a better future

e,

g

Wednaeday 3 Wonday 18 Sap
Auguet 2017 2017
10 - 12m Spingwsl Vlage nal, NEg TRP 10 - 12pm FACH Caner Spons Canre,
SR2 590
Z-%m Fyhps COMEmANTy Camrs, SR Z-Zom Heflon Canmre, DHS 9NE
ORX
[ Fukaal Mamnodist Church, SRE &N | 6 - 3pm Hanmaall Acadamy, CHE TRT
Thureday 10 August Tusedsy 13 Sap
2017 2007
10 - 12pm Shiladaiphia  Crical Chun, OHE 4JE | 10 - 12pm The Saoral Gardan, SR3 290
2 - Zom Business & lnovalion Canke, SRS | 2 - 4pm Houghton \Waifara Hall, ODHE
ITA AT
5 -5am DALTE COmMmaTly CEWE, NE3 | 6 -oem San Sresl Toum & Comemdnty
852 Canra, SR1 1HG
Friday 11 Auguet Wadnaedsy 20 Sap
17 2017
10 - 12pm Hation Camira, DHI 9NE 10 - 12pm Cubasl Mathodist Church, SRE
BN
2-Zom Hanmaall ACadamy, DHE TRT 2-2pm Businass & INnovation Cantre,
SRS ITA
Monday 14 August 5 - aom Springwsll Vilage Hal, NE9
2017 TRP
13 - 12am Haly Triniy Churc, NE37 TNR Thureday 21 Sap
2017
2Z-Zpm S Chads Church, 53 anD 10 - 12pm Pla0=pia CTices CRn, Dl
L2
5-gom Houghion Wailar= Aal, OHe SAF | 2 - 4pm FahE Commaniy came,
BRI 0RX
Tussday 15 Auguat 5-&m Waaingion SR Cae,
2017 NEIT 220
10 - 128m FAG Cat Spok Came, Sh2 Friday 22 Sap FIH
8PD
2 - Zom Sundariand Gty Councll Cusiomar 10 - 12pm Hetion Canira, DHS 9NE
Banace Canre, SR1IRE
5 -5am Wasnington L=sure Canre, No3s | 2 - 4pm Cand Uayd Sund=rand, Sna
755 N
Wadnaeday 15 g -3pm Lamiion Streat Youln Camra,
August 2017 BR4 THA
5 - opm Codord Park oMty CaTme,
SR3 2IND

All supporting documentation will be available to view online at www.sunderland. gov. uk/evidence. Reference copies
are also available in council libraries at Houghton, Washington Town Centre and City Library @ Musesm & Winter
Gardens {subject to opening hours) and in the Civic Centre.

The guickest and easiest way for you to respond is online st http:Vsunderland-consult. imehouse. co. wkiports]. Yow will
nesd to register to comment. If you have siresdy registered during 3 previous consultstion simply enter your
usermname and password.

If you prefer, you can download the comments form from owr website www . sunderland. gov. uk/CS0DF, pick up a copy
from owr libraries or from 3 drop in event and send it to us.

Please email completed comment forms to: Planningpolicyi@sunderland.gov.uk or post to: Strategic Plans, Civic
Centre, Burdon Road, Sunderland, SR2 TDM.

After this consultation, the council will take into consideration all views and any additional evidence before consulting
on the next version of the Plan.

If you have any queries regarding the consultstion, or any other aspect of the Sunderland Local Plan, plesse donot
hesitats to contact us on the contact detsils listed above.

Yours faithfully

lzin Fairlamb
Head of Planning and Regeneration
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APPENDIX 18: Draft Core Strategy and Development
Plan (2017) — Consultees Listing

E-mail Contacts

John A Sample Consultus Building Consultants Ltd
Cornerstone Telecommunications Infrastructure
Limited (CTIL)
Gillan Gibson CPRE Durham
CPRE North East
Richard Swann Cundall
Katherine Brooker Cushman And Wakefield
Bryan Attewell Cycling Touring Club
David Nelson Darlington Borough Council
Jill Davis Davis Planning Partnership
Eamon Mythen DCLG
Phil Marsh Dene Consulting Ltd
Mark Duggleby Department For Transport
DPDS
Rachel Ford DPP
Katherine Brooker DTZ
Claire Davies DTZ
Andy Leas Durham Biodiversity Partnership
Paul Anderson Durham Bird Club
Durham County Council
Jason McKewon Durham County Council
Jim Cokill Durham Wildlife Trust
John Pilgrim Education Funding Agency
Alex Jackman EE
Atul Roy EE
EE
Steven Longstaff ELG Planning
England & Lyle Ltd For Northumbrian Water Limited
lan Lyle England And Lyle
J Hall Entec
Environment Agency
Steve Staines FFT Planning
Four Housing Group/Three Rivers Housing
Lynda Peacock Association
Louisa Cusdin Framptons
Sara Holmes Frank Haslam Milan
Mark Oliver G LHearn
Anneliese Hutchinson Gateshead Council
David Anderson Hall Construction Services Limited
Tom Brown Hanson UK
Jobes Hardings Solicitors
Matthew Clifford Hartlepool Borough Council

Name Surname Organisation
Richard Percy Abbott Associates
Kelly Brooks Accent Foundation
Kevin Waters Adlington
Alan Patchett Age UK Sunderland
Geoff Storey Aggregate Industries UK Ltd
Amec Foster Wheeler
Maria Vipond Anchor Trust
Christopher Whitmore Andrew Martin Associates
Mark Hudson Asda
Lynn Scott Asda
Ashley Godfrey Ashley Godfrey Associates
Brian Jackson B Supplied Ltd
Richard Marsden BDN Ltd
Richard Marsden BDN Ltd
Tracey Brown BME Womens Group
Katie Bourne BNP Paribas Real Estate
Alex Willis BNP Real Estate UK
Griffin Bournmoor Parish Council
Michael Hodges British Aggregates Association
Dave Calvert BT (Broadband)
Alban Cassidy CA Planning
Chris Irwin Camerons Ltd
Lindsey Hegarty Carillion Education
Graham Singleton CEMEX UK Marine Limited
Mark Kelly CEMEX UK Operations Limited
Jeff Boyd Cheviot Housing
Brian Jackson City Centre Traders Ass
Angela Mills City Equals
Carol Harrier City Hospitals
Kathy Bland City Of Sunderland College
Nigel Harrett City Of Sunderland College
Neal Henley Civil Aviation Authority
Civil Aviation Authority
Coal Authority
Tracy Collins Coalfield Forum
Wendy Sockett Colliers CRE
Pat Burn Community Association Federation

Headlight

Highways England
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Historic England Ray Gibson North Star Housing Group
lan Parkin HJ Banks And Co Ltd Laura Hewitt North Tyneside Borough Council
Fiona Brettwood HLP Design Patrick Melia North Tyneside Council
William Leong Housing 21 North Tyneside Council
Suzanne Crispin Husband And Brown Limited Jackie Palmer North Tyneside Council - Development Directorate
International Community Organisation Of Micah Boutwood Northern Gas Networks Ltd.
Michal Chantkowski Sunderland Alison Johnson Northern Powergrid
John Shephard J & ) Design Northern Powergrid
Rebecca Dawson Jacksons Solicitors Jo-Anne Garrick Northumberland County Council
Richard Adams Jones Day Karen Ledger Northumberland County Council
Matthew Wyatt JWPC Limited Steven Mason Northumberland County Council
Keith Reed Keith Reed Consultancy Northumberland County Council
Claire Norris Lambert Smith Hampton Clive Coyne Northumberland National Park Authority
Helen Ryde Land Of The Three Rivers Local Nature Partnership Allan Brown Northumbria Police
Chris Irwin LCS Limited lan King Northumbria Police
Luke Plimmer Martineau Fiona Snowball Northumbria Police
Stephen Surphlis Mcaleer And Rushe Brian Stobbs Northumbria Police
Charlton Gibben Middlesbrough Borough Council Northumbria Police HQ
Nick Horsley Mineral Products Association Eamon Hansberry 02 And Vodafone (CTIL)
D Mckinnon Modis Office Of Rail Regulation
L Armstrong Murton Parish Council Martin Rankin Open Reach
Damien Holdstock National Grid c/o Entec UK Ltd. Open Reach New Sites
Damien Holdstock National Grid Transco (British Gas) Open Reach
Tim Harrison National Grid/Capita Doreen Buckingham Pallion Action Group
Natasha Rowland National Trust Matthew Spawton Partner Construction
Natural England R Smith Peacock And Smith
Jill Stephenson Network Rail Peter Cranshaw Peter Cranshaw And Co
Andy Bellwood Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd Charlotte Boyes Planning Potential
Margaret Lake Network Rail Town Planning Oliver Mitchell Planware Ltd
Network Rail Town Planning Planware
Pat Ritchie Newcastle City Council Rod Hepplewhite Prism Planning
Newcastle City Council Robin Wood R And K Wood Planning LLP
Graeme/Pippa Mason/Nelso Newcastle International Airport Rapleys LLP Rapleys LLP
Gordon Harrison Nexus Rebecca Wren Redcar And Cleveland Borough Council
Christine Briggs NHS South Tyneside Clinical Commissioning Group Jonathan Friend Riley Consulting
Keith Loraine Nomad E5 Housing Association Limited Jean Hart Riverside And Wearmouth Housing Association
Claire Jobling North East Ambulance Service Michael Middlemiss Riverside And Wearmouth Housing Association
Peter Stoddart North East Ambulance Service Craig Taylor Robertson Partnership Homes England
Kevin Tipple North East AWP Jonathan Weastell Robertson Simpson Ltd
Frances Wilkinson North East AWP Jonathan Walton RPS
Rachel Anderson North East Chamber Of Commerce Martin Kerby RSPB Northern England Office
Jules Brown North Of England Civic Trust Christina Taylor RSPB Northern England Office
Perry Vincent North Of England Refugee Service Gary Hutchinson SAFC
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Garry Rowley Samaritans Denny Wilson Sunderland City Council
Emma Hulley Sanderson Wetherall David Howells Sunderland College
Seaham Town Council Gill McDonough Sunderland Council For Voluntary Service
Pamela Tate SHAPS Richard Ord Sunderland Echo
Siemens Plc John Lowther Sunderland Green Party
Barry Garside South Hetton Parish Council Chris Alexander Sunderland Live
LA Etherington South Hylton Community Association Nikki Vokes Sunderland North Community Business Centre
John Anglin South Tyneside Council Jessica May Sunderland Partnership
Rachel Cooper South Tyneside Council Tom Parkin Sunderland Seafront Traders Association
Audrey Huntley South Tyneside Council David Curtis Sunderland Volunteer Bureau
Alan Kerr South Tyneside Council Matthew Pixton Tarmac
Geraldine Kilgour South Tyneside Council Trish Kelly Tees Valley Unlimited
lain Malcolm South Tyneside Council John Lowther Tees Valley Unlimited
Clare Rawcliffe South Tyneside Council Tetlow King Planning
Alan Smith South Tyneside Council Katherine Bone The Bridge Project
Martin Swales South Tyneside Council The Forestry Authority (Northumberland And
Ruth McKeown South Tyneside Primary Care Trust Durham)
Caron Walker South Tyneside Primary Care Trust Richard Pow The Forestry Commission
Andrea King South Tyneside Spatial Planning Keith Lightley The Salvation Army
Liz Reid Springwell Village Residents Association Rose Freeman The Theatres Trust
David Tolhurst St Matthew's Church Richard O'Callaghan The Woodland Trust
Steven Prosser St Modwen Jane Evans Three
Alastair Skelton Steven Abbott Associates Jane Evans Three
Bryanni Cartledge Steven Abbott Associates LLP Helen Ryde Three Rivers Local Nature Partnership
Laura Ross Stewart Ross Associates Claire Thompson Three Rivers Local Nature Partnership
Jane Palmer Stockton On Tees Borough Council David Armstrong Two Castles Housing
Mark Brooker Storeys:SSP John Allison Tyne And Wear Fire And Rescue Service
Richard Newsome Story Homes lan Cuskin Tyne And Wear Fire And Rescue Service
Abu Shama Sunderland Bangladeshi Community Centre John Hall Tyne And Wear Fire And Rescue Service
Dean Huggins Sunderland BME Network Nigel Harrison Tyne And Wear Joint Local Access Forum
Val Armstrong Sunderland Carers Centre Martyn Boak U Student Group Ltd
Sue Callaghan Sunderland Carers Centre Christopher Whitfield UK Land Estates
Jill Fletcher Sunderland City Council Trevor Sirrell United Utilities
Stephen Foster Sunderland City Council Paul Andrew University Of Sunderland
Gillian Gibson Sunderland City Council Shirley Atkinson University Of Sunderland
Syed Hussain Sunderland City Council Sue Brady University Of Sunderland
John Kelly Sunderland City Council David Donkin University Of Sunderland
Doris MacKnight Sunderland City Council Suzanne Todd University Of Sunderland
Barbara McClennan Sunderland City Council Victor Thompson Village Lane Garage
Henry Trueman Sunderland City Council Brian Watson Vinvolved
Peter Walker Sunderland City Council Virgin Media
Paul Watson Sunderland City Council Vodafone And 02
Andrea Watts Sunderland City Council Vicki Richardson Walton And Co
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Andrew Moss Ward Hadaway Lesley Etherington
Ward Hadaway Edward Failes
Lucy Mo Wear Catchment Partnerships Michael Fearn
Clare Phillipson Wearside Women In Need Edward Flood
Susie Clark We're Talking Homes (North East) Mike Foster
Lauren Knox White Green Young Planning John Fraser
Chris Creighton Wm Morrison Supermarkets Plc Jo-Anne Garrick
Nick Sandford Woodland Trust Ashley Godfrey
Nick Sandford Woodland Trust Matthew Good
WYG Group Angela Graham
Robert Murphy WYG Planning Malcolm Graham
Philippa Abbott Michael Gray
Julie Adamson Stephanie Gray
JK Allison A Greenwood
David Anderson David Gustard
Michael Barrass Lee Hall
Linda Barron Michael Harding
Peter Beal Alan Hardwick
John Bell Emma Hardy
Sheila Bell Meriel Hardy
Eric Blakie Claire Harrison-Coe
Julie Bland Stephen Hepburn
Kevin Bond Larry Hetherington
Steve Breeds Ashley Hicks
Kayleigh Brown Sharon Hodgson
Tracey Brown Susan Hodgson
Denis Bulman Steve Hopkirk
Gary Bunt Susan Houghton
Simon Burdus Rebecca Housam
Graham Burt Julie Howell
John Carruth R Hughes
Chris Checkley Matthew Hunt
John Cooper Jobes
Pauline Cooper Gavin Johnson
Brian Cree Michele Johnson
Clair De Fries Kevan Jones
Alexandra Diamond Barbara King
Dorner Angela Lambton
David Downey Chris Lambton
Dawn Draper David Lambton
Adam Eden Eve Lambton
Janine Edworthy Maureen Lambton
Julie Elliott Annabel Lawson
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Emma Lewell-Buck Steve Snowball
Michael Lowthian Lizzie Spencer
Peter Lynn Jayne Steanson
George Martin Lewis Stokes
Jacqueline McDonald Jo Storie
E McEvoy Richard Swann
Mark McGovern Stephen Taylor
Nick McLellan Angela Templeman
lan Mearns Martin Terry
Simon Mearns Kathryn Tew
Miles Brian Thompson
Susann Miller Helen Thompson
Susanne Miller Peter Thompson
John Mills Chris Thorp
Sheila Moffatt Martin Tibbo
Tyler Moore Stuart Timmiss
Jennifer Morrison E Tinker
Hannah Munro Bernadette Topham
Charlotte Nelson Nichola Traverse-Healey
Jackie Nicholson Kevin Ullah
Nornington Geoffrey Walker
Brian O’Doherty Joanne Walker
Jacky Owen Julie Watson
Greg Pearce James Wharton
Mary Peel Lisa Wild
Jane Peverley Martin Wilkes
Bridget Phillipson Linda Mary Wood
Lesley Pickup Helen
Bob Price
Helen Proud
Jon Quine Postal Contacts
Sophie Reay
Elizabeth Reid Name Surname Organisation
Colin Riley 3 Network
Bill Robinson Action For Children
Caroline Robinson John Murray Aged Merchant Seamans Homes
Rutherford Ernie Thompson Alzheimers Society
Andrea Scollen Lita Bacon Ashbrooke Residents Association (Treasurer)
Hugh Shepherd David Auld Auld Brothers
Claire Simmons BAE Systems
Greg Skeoch Marion McGuinness Banardos
Laura Skitt Michael Jenkins Bank Top Residents Association
Ken Smithson Barclays Bank
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G Kellett Boundary CA Hetton Town Council
British Airport Association Property Anne Ramshaw Houghton Racecourse Community Access Point
British Gas A Birkbeck Houghton Racecourse Community Association
R O'Neil British Gas Trans Co Hutchinson 3G UK Limited
C Herbert British Geological Survey Norah Brown Hylton Castle Residents Association
British Telecom Gillian Walker Jane Gibson Almshouses
British Telecommunications Group Plc Michael Armstrong Job Centre Plus
Cable & Wireless John Martin Associates
Michelle Quinn Castletown Community Association Jomast Developments
Centric Telecom P Razaq Kans And Kandy
Rita Nelson Chief Officer Relate North East Allen Close Kepier AlImshouses
Citizens Advice Bureau Lambton Community Association
J Nichols Columbia Community Association K Mayman Little Lumley Parish Council
Anee Ramshaw Community Access Point Lord Durham Estates
Co-Operative Group Lord Lambton's VS
Council For Voluntary Service- Sunderland M&G Real Estate
DEFRA v M Nicol & Company
N Dorward Deptford And Millfield CA Mill Telecom Ltd.
Jillian Pate Dickinson Dees Eddie Arnold Millfield CORPS Salvation Army
Matthew Hard DLP Consultants Mobile Operators Association
Doxford Park Community Association Mono Consultants Ltd
Pauline Yorke Durham Aged Mineworkers Homes Association N Power
Durham Constabulary N Power Renewables
S Brown Easington Lane Access Point National Farmers' Union
East End Community Association NEDL
Ben Thurgood Energis Communications Ltd. Network Rail
K Lorraine Enterprise 5 New Herrington WMC And Institute
Allen Creedy Ethical Partnership New Herrington Working Men's Club
Everything Everywhere Limited NHS Commissioning Board
Brenda Browell Farringdon Residents Association NHS South Tyneside CCG
Faultbasic Ltd. Kevin Fitzpatrick Nissan Motor Manufacturing (UK)
Brian Stobbs Force Architectural And Planning Liaison Officer North East Ambulance Service
Fujitsu Service North East Building And Development Ltd.
J Martin Gilley Law/Lakeside CA North East Electric Traction Trust
Gladman Developments vlohn Barnham North Regional Association For Sensory Support
God TV Anne Ambrose North Welfare Rights Service
Grangetown Community Association Northern Electric Distribution Ltd.
Roy Chamberlain Haig Homes Northern Gas Networks Ltd.
P Kendall Harraton Community Association Northumbria Police HQ
Help The Aged Northumbria Water Ltd.
Syed Musaddique Ahmed Hendon Islamic Society Npower
Linda Brewis Hendon Young Peoples Project Andy Bower Npower Renewables

Hercules Unit Trust

O H Properties
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Pippa Cheetham O&H Properties The Bridges
O&H Properties Ltd The Crown Estate
02 Bulmer The Fulwell Society
02 (UK) Ltd. Steve Carnaby The Planning Inspectorate
Oakapple Group Ltd The Trustees Of Lord Durham's 1989
Wood Frampton Orange Communications Thompson Park Community Association
M Maddocks Ouston Parish Council Ryan Molloy Thompsons Of Prudhoe
Pele Housing Association Thorney Grove Ltd
Edna Rochester Pennywell Community Association Peter Ottowell Three Rivers Housing Group
Shale Penshaw Community Association T-Mobile Customer Services
Pittington Parish Council Trilogy Developments
Powergen Retail Ltd. TWRI
Public Health England Tyne And Wear Passenger Transport Authority
Marion Gibb Redhouse And District Community Association lan Ayris Tyne And Wear Specialist Conservation Team
Rickleton Community Association Philip Marsh University Of Sunderland
Donald Cholston Rotary Club Of Bishopwearmouth Annette Guy Village Community Association
P Hadley Ryhope Community Association Vodafone
Save The Trident Group Vodafone Ltd.
Scope London Offices Simon Williamson Washington Millennium Centre
SHAW Support Services A Godfrey Wearside Gateway
Angela Doige Shiney Advice And Resource Project Anita Lord Wearside Women In Need
J Mawston Shiney Row Community Association J Hicks West Community Association
P Burn Silksworth Community Association Chris Francis Wildfowl And Wetlands Trust
Linda Parker Social Enterprise Sunderland Wm Morrison Supermarkets Plc
Mike Brunning Sound Waves John Turnbull Youngs RPS
Martin Swales South Tyneside Council Richard & Janette Abdu
South Tyneside Primary Care Trust John Adamson
| Maw Southwick Youth And Community Association \ Adgar
Denise Wilson Springboard Sunderland Trust A&M Ainslie
Suzanne Shaftoe Springwell Community Association P&K Aitken
Timothy F Evershed Springwell Gospel Hall Trust Balal Ali
A Templeman Springwell Village Residents Association Paul Alison
M Lydiatt St Matthews (Newbottle) AM Amour
Stirling Investment Properties Beverley Anne Andersen
Gina Smith Sunderland Carers Centre Ava Anderson
David Bridge Sunderland Civic Society George & Caroline Anderson
Sunderland Clinical Commissioning Group R Anderson
Tony Compton Sunderland Deaf Society Limited S Anderson
Pat Burn Sunderland Federation Of Community Associations Rachel Andrews
Sunderland Maritime Heritage PH Anthony
Sunderland Mosque Constance Applegarth
Sungate P&KH Appleton
Stewart Tag Tees Valley Trust Limited Carol Armstrong
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IM Armstrong Fred Burton
M Arnott J U & Maureen Byron
S Ashford A Cairns
Joan Ashman Alison Campbell
A Askew Mrs T Campbell
lan Marley Baltal Ada, John, Jacob &
Dan & Matt Banning Carolyn & James Carr
Cally, Gwen & Jodie Bannister David Carr
Lawrence Barnaby R Carr
John & Margaret Barnes W Carrick
Peter Michael Barras John Carruth
Mark Barton Mary Cartwright
M Bates Morgan, Jennifer &
JK Baxter Graham Chantler
Christopher Bell Jason & Dawn Charlton
IT Bell Nicholas Charlton
J Bell George Chicken
J&FMR Bell Ingrid Chidgey
Paul Bell RW&)J Chilton
A Beresford Charlie Clapp
J Bewick Allison, Joseph & John Clarke
Donna & Christopher Bishop John & Alwynne Clarke
HJ Bishop Edward James Cleary
W Black Tom Cleary
N Blackburn Barry Howard & Marian
Katelynn Bland Ann Clegg
IC&FP Blue Paula Jayne Clegram-Brown
Susie Blyth A&ND Clements
Joe Bonalie John Colclough
Adrian Bonner A&DM Coleclough
Susan Booker David Colley
S Boyd J Common
AM&TE Bradford Sean Joseph Conlan
Lynn Bridnall Lisa Conlon
C Brown Rachel Cooper
Geoffrey Raymond Brown A Cope
Joseph Brown Margaret Copeland
K Brunger M Corrigan
C Buddle D,P&B Coulson
Gracie Burn Frances Cowie
Kathleen Burns Coyle
Samantha, Max & Eve Burns Paul & Debbie Craig
M Burrows Linda Cryan
JD,PW&P]J Cullen
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J Cullinson Craig Falcus
KJ Curran Laurence Fanin
Alice Curtis K Farrah
Joan Cuthbertson K,J,E,K&N Faulkner
S Cuthbertson Amy, Grahame & Helen Fife
1&T Dalby E Fife
Darwin Terry Firman
Alan C Davidson James Donnison, D & O Fletcher
Elaine Davidson D&CA Flinn
Gavin Davis R&H Florance
John George, Linda, D Flynn
Donald & Angela Davis NI Foggin
Mark Davis Alan Foley
George & Kathleen Davison Brenda & FD Foote
Irene Elizabeth & Colin Ford
Nicholas John Davison Colin Ford
M Dawson Michael Ronald Ford
C De Frie J Forster
A Deary GD Foster
K Deary A Franklin
Sharon Deehan RC Fraser
R Delaney M Freeman
A Dinning S Gair
Kevin Dobson [ Gale
G Dodsworth Alan & Kathleen Galsworthy
E Dorans Alan Anthony Galsworthy
Hugo Denis & Deborah Sharon Louise Galsworthy
Elaine Dowd Gordon Gardner
John Dowson A George
Paul, Natalie & Sharnie Drew Stuart & Paula Gibbons
Simon Anthony George Driver D Gilhespy
M Duke z Gillbanks
Stephanie Dunn G Gilligan
Kay Elder Denise Gillott
T Elliott ME&) Glaister
Ellis Donald Glynn
Carol Anne Elmy Wayne & Deborah Godfrey
Kate Jane Elmy-Tolic S Goodrick
c&Y Embleton Sarah Gordon
C Etheridge E,D&) Graham
William Evans Beverley Anne Gray
Sean Patrick Evennett S Gray
James Ewing Peter & Sandra Greig
Maureen Failes
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Watson H Ann Huntley
Alan & Bridget Hall Bert Huntley
Alison Ann Hall Nicola Hurst
Anthony & Elizabeth Hall Jawid Igbal

N Hall E Irwin
Peter Hall JB Irwin
Stephen Hall R Jackson
W&A Hall Brett Jacobson
Sam Hamed Marilyn Margaret Jacobson
Frank, Denise & Mark Hannan Wesley Terence Jacobson
Keith & Angela Hardy S Jacques
Lisa & lan Harris C Jamasa
Michael Hartnack Raymond Jary
Lynn Hartridge Marie Jasper
Amanda & Jordan Hauxwell Paul Jefferson
Deborah Lynn Haynes Terry & M A Jennings
George Haynes Gary & Susan Johnson
Kathleen Haynes Jennifer Johnson
Margaret Haywood Lyndsey Johnson
E Henderson M Johnson
John Henderson Robert Johnson
John William & Elaine Henderson Mark Jones

RJ Hephurn Christian Kerr

AG Heslop K King

R Hewitt A Kirton
PJ Hibbery C Knight

R Hillier Sam Lake
Mark Holland Dennis Lambton
Gavin | Holmes M Lambton
SM Holt Ellie Land
Barbara Hope Neil Latkin
E&W Hopkirk Jan Lawson
S Hopkirk Patricia Lawson
Stephen Hopkirk John Lee
David, Sarah, Jane & RA Lee
Keith Horrigan z Lend
Daniel Horvath A& Leng
Stefan Horvath G Lennox
B Houghton Anthony Leonard
Norma Houghton M Lewins
Margaret Hovarth Joanne Lisgo

K Hughes Mary Lisle
Richard & Sandra Maria Humphrey M Livingstone
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Alexander Logan L Midwood
Alison Jane Logan Donald / Linda Miles
Annabel Logan Audrey Miller
Marcus Logan R&F Miller
Stuart Logan S&K Miller
P&H Lowery Clive Milner
John Austen Lowrie John Stuart Moor
Richard & Gemma Lumsdon John D Moore
Carol Lynn Marilyn Moore
James Magree L Morgan
Gillian Alfreda Main Marian Morgan
Jeffrey Alexander Main EE Morris
Joyce Mallon K Morris
Fiona Marran Maureen Morrow
Scott Marshall D Mulholland
E&W Martin Jean & James Mulholland
Mavis Martin L Mulholland
L McAllister Peter Mullen
Malcolm & Margaret McArthur MURLEY
T&D McCartney M Murphy
McConnell Raymond Murphy
S McDougall Mr & Mrs D Murray
Steven, Karen, Lee & C Nelson
Craig McGill Catherine Nelson
K McGlen Diane Nelson
Joyce Mclnnes | Nelson
G Mcintyre J Nelson
N Mclver M P Nelson
AE McKeon P Nelson
J McKeon D Nesbitt
W McKeon H Nesbitt
Lynne McKevitt J Nesbitt
Jill McKnight J Nesbitt
Angela McLeish M Nesbitt
Patrick McLoughlin Susan Nesbitt
C Meek 1 Nesbitt
D Meek Richard Nichol
Rebecca Mello George Nicholson
Diane Merchant Brown Gladys Nicholson
Joe Merrigan J Nicholson
| Metcalf Patrick O'Hare
Robin Midson Elizabeth Oliver
James Midwood Eric Oliver
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Gwenyth Oliver Audrey Polkinghorn
S Oliver MRICS R Polkinghorn
SW O'Neill W Portsmouth
Elizabeth O'Sullivan Evelyn Postlethwaite
Kevin O'Sullivan L Potter
E&W Oxley N Potter

Lily Oxley N Potter
Catherine Parker S Potter
Grahame Parker Eileen Potts

Keith Parker R Prest

Kevin Gerard Parker Hazel Pringle

D Parkin L Purvis

M Parkin Shirelle Quinn
E&W Parkinson Tony Quinn

M Parkinson D Rae

M Paterson L Rae

Alan Patrick L Rafferty

R Patterson L Rafferty

A Pattison Wendy Ramsey
WA Pattison Anne Rathbone-Wells
JP Pearson Luke Raymond
Jennifer Pearson Mohammed Razaq

Joan Pearson A Rennie

M E Peel M B Rennie

P Peele Alex Reynolds

D Percival Margaret Richards

M Perriam Robert Richards
Bruce Perrie Lisa Riley

Mavis Perrie S Riley

R Phillips Felicity Ripley

S Phillips Philip Ritzema

A Pickering R Ritzema

A Pickering Katie Roberts

J Pickering A Robertson
K Pickup Gillian Robertson
T Pickup K Robinson

S Pinder M Robinson

E Pleasants Ruth Robinson

K Pleasants Leslie Robson

M Pleasants Pat Robson

S Pleasants RJ Robson

VA Pleasants Sandra Jacqueline Robson
Muriel Plemper Thomas William Robson
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Lucy Rouse M Stephenson
D Routledge A Stevens
Robert Henderson Ryan D Stoker
Claire Scott \ Stothard
Conner Scott J Strong
Kevin Scott Pauline Stubbings
L Scott A Swan

M Scott D Swan
Samantha Scott Michelle Sweeney
Shay Scott Stephen Swinburn
T Scott Dianne Talbot
MA Scott-Gray B Tate

Betty Senior J Tate
Ronnie Senior Linzi Tate

TD Seymour David Tatters
Lee Sharpe Audrey Taylor
Lesley Sharpe B Taylor
Kevin Sheppard Barry Taylor
Robert William Shield Ben Taylor
Christine Eileen Shovlin Christine Taylor
Janice Simm G Taylor
David Simpson Gordon Taylor

M Simpson Graham Taylor
Stephanie Pamela Simpson Jean Taylor
Ronnie Singh P&H Taylor
Doreen Smith Brian Teggert
Judity Mary Smith Mitchell Templeman
M Smith SC Templeman
Ray Smith John Thew

Lucy Snowden FJ Thirlaway
Beatrice Snowdon | Thirlaway
D Southern A&E Thompson
C Spence C Thompson
Albert Spencer Delice V Thompson
William Spencer GJ Thompson
Anna Steanson J Thompson
Mark Steanson J Thompson
Olivia Steanson Malcolm Thurgood
Penelopy Steanson Rosina Thurgood
D Steel Carol Ann Tierney
Carole Stephenson Michael Tierney
Foster Stephenson A Tiffen

G Stephenson Terry Tiffen
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Wilfred Tindale S Wilkinson
A Todnor C Williams
M Trewhitt Caitlyn Williams
S Trewhitt Glynis Williams
L Tuff L Williams
D Tunstall Lee Williams
Clare Turnbull Lesley Williams
JH Turnbull William Williams
John Turnbull David Wilson

M Turnbull J Wilson

E Tweedy George Wind
Beverley Anne Tyson Janet Wind
John George Tyson Anthony Charles Winstanley
Amy Tyzack Carole Winstanley
John Anthony Valente Mark Wiper
Carole Vorley J Wiseman
Edith Waites A Wombwell
Lynn Wales Clare Wood
Michael Wales Dale Royce Wood

CJ Walker J Wood

M Walker LW Wood
Christina Ward M Wood
Matilda Natalie Ward R Wood
William James Ward Mr & Mrs M Wright
Maxine Warrener John Young

J Watson S Young
Maureen Watson

P Weatherburn

L&S Webb

Michael Webb

Xenia Webster

David Weir

Helen Weir

Ann White

RA White

W White

D Whitfield

F Whitfield

John Denis Whittaker

Jeremy Wicking

Brian Wilkinson

D Wilkinson
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From 7 August to 2 October 2017
we are consulting on the first draft
of the Sunderland Core Strategy
and Development Plan.

This sets cut our long-termn plan for development scross the
city 1o 2033, it will snsure that the right typa of developmant:
s focused in the right places 1o mest the neads of local people
and busineases

Drop-in events:

10-12pm_ Springwel Vilage Hall NED 7RP

2-4pm  Ryhope Community Centre, SR2 ORX
6-Bpm  Fulwel Methodist Church, SR BLN
Thursday 10 August 2017

10-12pm Philadelphia Cricket Club, DH4 4E
2-4pm  Business & Innovation Centre, SRS 2TA
6-Bpm  Harraton Community Centre, NE38 BB

APPENDIX 19: Draft Core Strategy and Development
Plan (2017) — Consultation Publicity

Sunderland
City Council

Have your say

on the future development
of Sunderland

We want your views

Coma 10 ana of our drop-in svants whans paopis wil ba on hand
10 anFART Your qUesTons. We need 1o fceive YOur Commants no
katar than 5pm on 2 October.

All documentation is available to view onfine st wwwsunderiand.
Eovul/TSDP and in counci librarias st Houghton, Washinghon
Town Centre and City Library (3 Mussurn & Winter Gardens
{subjact 1o opaning hours) and in tha Civic Cantra.

For further information or to submit your views onlins
visit www.sunderiand govuk/CSDP

18 September 2017
10-12pmRaich Carter Sports Centre, SR2 8PD
2-4pm  Hetton Centre, DHS SNE
6-Bpm  Bamwell Academny. DH4 7RT
Tuesday 19 September 2017
10-12pm The Secret Garden, SR3 2PD
2-4pm  Houghton Welfare Hall, DH4 SAF

Chron"cfeu V@ NEWS~ INYOURAREA WHAT'SON~- BUSINESS= MORE~

More than 1,500 homes could be built on green belt
land in Sunderland and Washington

Green land near Herrington Country Park and Springwell Village are among the sites which could see major development in

Coming years

000:

Lant oft Mout ane in e
Sungeriand City Council s planning a raid on the greenbeltin order to open Up space fr more than
1,500 new hames.

Green belt land, which is protected from Gevelopment to prevent urban spraw, can be 2 highly
G It land, which d fram devel b i ahly

controversial issua.

Emiranmentalists and campaign groups argue
Building and pushes up hou:

at it protects the cauntryside, whill housing

developers say it rest prices.

s identified 15
ocal zuthority

A report due to inet an Wi

voted on by the co
e tting up 3
wris aitzred significantly

ntial clash ben

Althaugh the proposals rep

could now

built on the sits

just 3% of the arex's green belt land, the number of homeas which

‘The full list of sites are available at the battom of this article.

Washingsan is

particularly har

Springwell Village

opased development s for land adjacent to Herrington Country Parkin

where 400 houses could be built.

me
a national Green Aisg Award - but these plans could ses a major housing

development bui right next to i

SV thve Greenneit signs SrounD Springwell VIllSge In Gatesiesd [ smcse e

Residents of Springwell Village have long campaigned against development on the area's rural

fringes but the

seenic endiave could be alterad with the construction of 83 homes.

nie proposad green belt deletions, a well 3z Panshaw ang

ent, the park is ane of Ssunderland's most scenic spots and was.

6-8Bpm  San Street Youth & Community Centre,
Friday 11 August 2017 11HG

10-12pm Hetion Centre, DHS 9NE
2-4pm  Bamwel Academy. DH4 TRT
Monday 14 August 2017

Angeia Templema ts are angry
quncifs proposals to put farward three greenbel sites thay go
changs the whole charaer of the village that we have fought so hard to pratect

! Association, said: ‘B

Wednesday 20 September 2017
10-12pm Fulwel Methodist Church, SRS BLN
2-4om  Business & Innovation Centre, SRS 7TA

¢ housing

10-12pm Holy Trinity Church, NE37 INR
2-4pm  StChadsChurch SR33ND
6-8pm  Houghton Welfare Hall DH4 5AF

6-Bpm  Springwell Vilage Hall NES 7TRP
Thursday 21 September 2017
10-12pm Philadelphia Cricket Club, DH4 4/E

» What is green belt land? And how come Morth East councils are building onit?

“This is a very strong comm

beit ments with

cted strongly to

2-4pm  Ryhope Community Centre, SR2 ORX
6-Bpm  Washington Millenium Centre, NE37 20D

hundreds of d
wil fight thi

atinns for house:

 greenhel land - rest assured we

Tuesday 15 August 2017
10-12pm Raich Carter Sports Centre, SR2 8PD
2-4pm  Sunderland City Councll Customer Service: Friday 22 September 2017

Centre. SR1 1RE 10-12pm Hetton Centre, DHS 9NE
6-8Bpm  Washington Leisure Centre, NE38 755 2-4pm  David Lioyd Sundesiand, SR3 XN
Wednesday 16 August 2017 6-8Bpm  Lambton Street Youth Centre, SR4 6XA
6-Bpm  Dosdord Park Community Centre, SR3 2ZND

e in the city of Sunderland itself and it suburts.

According o 3
3,500 hectares

6 of the area i designated as green belt. an area totalling around

Sawe the Greeabest signs around Springwel Village in Gateshend (Irags fecstecronids

The raport says that the council tried to find space “within the buit-up area of the oty” but that it
WasHt possitia to idantify enough land

Council officers then mover on 1o trying to identify land to accommadate a minimurm of 1,500 naw

hames in the green belt”.
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Sunderland publishes draft local plan for
consultation

Save the Greenbe signs around Springwell Village in Gateshent (iags “mscie cecrice) & Augun DT bry Mic b Dretly B Hor Pt b Comemert

cillor Ml Speding, Sunderland City Council cabinet secretary urged people from Sunderland to Sunderiand Oty Councll has pubiished an inftial consultation on a draft ol
have their 53y on the plans via a consultation which will run from August 7 1o Oceober 2.

i 1 e s plan which pletges to dellver 13,500 new homes by 2033 whils ‘minimising the
He added: "The City Council will organise 3 number of evants across the city and every hausehald in Imipact on gresn belt land.

city will be-sert 3 [eafiet gving mors details of thess, and all other ways that residents and

businesses can give their

ws,

“The plan covers key aspects of Sunderiands Future needs, how many new homes will be
needed, how much land r emglayment, retail, |eisure and hames, where develapment |
should be located, and what infrastructure is required ower the next 13 ye

& raquired

C rew

» Residents’

RE

nger as controversial 2,000 home gardn villsge' scheme approved for Ponteland d

“Sunderiand's popul
our housing needs in accordance with Government mathodalogy.

o0 = growing and we need a minimum of 13,800 new homes by

extense research to identfy where our futurs home:

uld e buit, the
2 to identify enough fand in our existing communities to meet our needs.

"So, we have also had to consider a small number of sites which have

which are currently in the green belt”

ay that the council will sugart any new developments by putting in place the

necessary infrastructure.

If, a3 is expectad, the counci's cabinet give the repart the green light tomarrow,  public

cansultation will begin before a final

later inthe year. Siwonbyiang Sl plar oot for s

North of Mount Lane, Springwel Vilage [3.2ha) - 48 dwellings:

The draft Sundesdand Core Strate=gy and Deseeloprvent Flan iz intended to replace the

Peareth Hall Farm and Gospel Hall Trust Mesting Houses, Springuwell Vilage - 40 dwellings caursil’s sxisting unitary development plan, which was adopzed in 1998,

+ Stonay Lane, Springwell {4.2ha) -

dwellings

According to the council, the draft planis intended to:

- George Washington Hotel Galf Course (Pitch and Py

iswarth (3.6h) - 40 cwellings;

* West of Waterloo Road, Usworth (10.9ha) - 205 dwellings - Dealiveran

mated 13,800 rew homes nesdzd in Sunderland by 2033, “whilz minimising

2ha) - 32 dwellings the impact on green belt Land™. The councl said thatthe document proposes development

e “en erfy three per cent of Sunderland's 3500 hectars
- - Provide at l=act 85 nectares of employment land on which jobs are created and

+ Land at Glebe House Farm, Staithes Road, Patinson [2.2ha) - 41 dwelings supperted. The plan “dirscts retsil and office developments ta the ity centre, whils

« Land north and west of Farrybaat Lane. Marth Hyiton 18hal - 135 dwellings ersuring smaller centres remain healthy and sustainahle”.

Enzure key facilities like schools and hozpitals are easily zccessible via suswainable modes
of tranzport and back the sxparsion of the city's Metro on Wearsids and new sirategic
read infrastructars,

2] - 400 dwelings - Introduce restrictions “on the lecation and number of hot food takeaways within cemtres,
+ New Hrrington Warkingmen's Club, Houghtonls Spring (1 6hal -17 dwellings among several propesals targeting unhealtiy eating and ebesicy™.

+ Land at James Stesl Park, {5,

- Southem Area Playing Fields, Fickleton

4 3ha]

+ Land at Newcastle Road, Fulwell |

wellings

+ Land atWest Park, Middle Herrington (7ha) - 70 dwellings

+ Land adjacent to Herrington Country Park, Pensha |

+ Land to the east of The Granaries, Offerton (0.9ha) - 10 dwellings.

Sunderland City Courcil kzader Paul Watson said: “The plan will guids and shapzthe
dwellings development of our city for the rext 16 years. it will nave a positive impact on the lives of
residants across Sunderland and on our wider reputation as & great place tovisitand de
business with”

+ Redevelopment of Philadelphia Comglex (8.3ha)

The consultation, which start on 7 August and runs until 2 Dctober, can be found here.
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Sunderiand Echo

Have your say on council’s plan to build for

Sunderland’s future

il vision sming prosperi T yeanis
: e ol e 1), Incuding & rumer
o groen beit Lnd,
The: plares will also sim o bring jobs, bocst business, s impiove
traregpon Rriks, s wel as Lackie deprivation, deal wilh the g reaing

ol with errdirarimer s concems,

HAVE YOUR
SAY

HOUGHTOK AMD HETTON ~ SOUTH TYMEZIDE ~ WEWCASTLE

Far saed ConCerrY Aot the sggetion 40 F
ctul el Gorsped Hatl Trists Meeesiryg Honrses, w
Counllons Friaking Fepresentalions 10 pass o Lheir conens,

“It will have a positive impact on the lives of
residents across Sunderland, and our wider
reputation as a great place to visit and do
business with.”

Warson

Iy it 1 howsing, she Core Steal gy and Develcgrrers Plan wil consider

= lteredy Suee potentis gypsy s ravelier Stes - with plots st Henden Boad Cest, &
1 a1 4 tection of Lar ek

hargs, suppurting the developrent of
A

aling £n1 sttess 10 sehodls,
g ans expansen) of (e Vet andd 3 lew

Laces ared cenires, an
Pl et

= Tackie health
other propossls,

iz, placing e s e raurber of B T Eaksavesys, Ay

* Aok al groweh, with mobilily, conrec

1y, Mestly, wellbesng, skl and edocation plars,

revere Pl will gide sl

[P ——

of residdenits scross Sunderland. and our wider
Eusiness wih,

et Tt 0 L b
st b wisil and

I vl b 2 posi

The ingast of ko te will b LTl in e

: e ol e, e
neerfierd far Surderiard b reach it potental & 4 thrivin

Sudtaratie

Wi
el i

W niow s the people of Suriderland 19 g involved s have ther say on oo
it

s bry 2033 Lo et cur

b aed 10 eorediter  srisl] numbier of sil=s which have

18 previcusly been
n e green bell

avalatleda

approsimate rrier of hores which

{ Mount Lare, Sprngeel Village - 48,

Pesreu Hal P and Gospel Hall Triat Meeting Hewes, Spriogwed Vilige - 20,
Stz L, Sgringwell <54

el Gl

Gy ard P, Ussmvorth - &0t

st of Waterlo o, Wsnarth - 2050
Lt farmes, St Park, Fafied - 32 chonstings;
Sosthern Atea Plaging Frelds, Ricklston - 202 dwellings

Land at Gl Housse Farmm, Seaithet Reodt, Patlrsc - &1,

Lawnd it

3ot o Ferngtoat

Narth Hylies - 135
Lisvid at Newwcastie Road, Futwed - 82
Land at West Park. Midle Herrington -7

Herr

Landd adacent 1 Couriry Park, Persiune - 200;

e Heringtan Werkingmes's Cluts, Heughion - 17,

Lanw e matt o] The Gear

Offetees - 10

Rechimwslprrmit of Phudelphia e - 170
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Sunderland residents given opportunity to shape city’s future

Mty Ausguser 7, 207 - 128
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Sunderland residents to have say
on city's future
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Sunderiand Echo

Call for rethink over green belt home plans

A THOMPSON

g =

esidients in Sederland are caling o their city cound b reshink propesals

whith could ses pert of the green Bel given owes Lo buld new hormes. 0
commeres

Prepar aliors are being mate 10 S0 oul hiw new hormes will be buil,

a5 well &5 plans Lo generale more jobs, services and irmgrove

wanspan links aeross Wiearside,

HAVE YTOUR
SaY

“Are there not plenty of brown land sites they
could build on rather than green belt?”

Marie-Claire Young

s par. of the housing praposals withinthe Dealt Core Suategy and Development Plan
(CSDP), Sunderland Ciy Councd says 13,824 are needed by 2033, with an average of 768 to

i year

aeL

The paper & being dealted up Lo felp deal wilh Lhe sxpeced population incresse, with &
e for action o provide miore places o live, work opportunities and farilities.

It alse locking at how it ek cut obesity kvels.

e teavellers” site and Lwe others lor travlling showpeeple, L concil
s listed 15 gremn el bocations where hormes could be buit,

Atotal of 1,546 hormes are propesed for thase sites, with 3,235 others Lo go on coallields,
4,795 in south Sunderland, 884 in central Sunderland, 1,160 in north Sunderland and B84 in
Washinglon.

A repart Ly Uhe coundil states: The CSDP has scught
devery within the uill-up area of the city, howsver, i

airtise: the level of hausing
it pussible o atfisve Lhe levels

of e housing developrent which woukd be requined 10 mest his ned within the existing
urbsen ares,
“The plan therelare nieeds 1 identify Land 19 scctermadste 3 minimurn of 1,500 mew

harmes in the green

But sarne think the authority shoukd Lake anather look alwhere homes could go.

WASHINGTON ~ HOUGHTOW AMD HETTOM ~ SOUTH TYNESIDE

Wharie- Claire Young saic | canfl befievs they are going Lo buid 70 houses on West Park in
Herrington and 400 houses an land nest 1o Berringlon Park.

“Are there not plenty af Brown Land sites (hey could build an rather than green belt?”

Chris Parry said: “Our countil estales need SlLention yel we are gaiting r
private Housing.

1ore ard rare

“Our city Genire & & disgrace and they vl Euild mare out of Lown places

“We have affice blocks already vacant all over the city and they want 1o build more. “We
have demolished coundil housing and the land is lell unused.

“Aboul tirre this councd g ils priceities right in 20

Dt Steveart Geainger ssid “Lat’s hope it comes el

“More horres e desperalely needed*

Thee carsuliation will run unlil Celeber 2, with more detsils available via

- L W 00 REGION S WESHINGTON ~ HOUGHTOW AND HETTOM  SOUTH TYMESIDE

Sunderiand Echo

EINCASTLE

Proposed West Park development is
vandalism

L 3"

Whhen | Firstbesrme the councif's dralt Core Strategty and Development Flan 2617-
133 ropesed West Park for housing develogeent, | thought it mistahe.

comments
| assumed it 1o be nearby land frorting the B1286 and the A19 akain

the gresen bek. On reading the document, o my astonisteren, il was

West Park.

| riated, Fowever, the description of the site s inadeguate HAVE YOUR
suggesting a lature 1 undersisnd (he sLatus of Uhis sgace. No SaY

recagriition of Uhe use of e playing Feld apensd in the 1550 by

AL e D of Ecinbisgh &1 parl af he ek s i amerity

SPACe given Dver Lo grazing in the sumimer a5 part of & separate legal arrangerners ||| plat.r.-
before he council mherited (e land s part of the Rural District Council Lake
This aspect of the park's use has been raditionally respected by residents, r::pe.ul, uu;,
wilkers.

The dacurment makes L poink Latarily 35 of Lhe exiting greenbiell is nesded Lo meet
future devsio This ientifiess & fundarental weskness i Uhe proposal, I e are o
concede such suenic and impenant publc armenity space and an area Lhat s s Feature and
defires the character of the Herringlons in Uhe first 35 just where do we 2o from here?

The prapusal on West Park i illogical, unnecsssary and needs a swill deletion fram e
drall plan

Shuid it g0 through sgaist whel will be a litanic local campagn of oppasition it will rank
a5 the single greatest act of rrunicipal vandalism in the

Leshie Scou,

Cauncillor for St Chad's 1973- 2008
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sunderland

vibe

If it's on it's in - the Sunderland magazine

The Plan alms to:

» Dellver the estimated 13,800
rew homes reeded in Sunderland
by 2023, while minimising the
Impact on Green Balt land.
Identify 15 stes in the Green Bt
Far potential expansion of our
communities.

» Meet our trovelfling comrrul

neads and identify 3 potental Gypsy

& Traveller sitesand 2 sites for
Travedling Showpeople,

» Provide at keast 95 hectares of land
on which jobs are created and
supported. Thisis In addition to the
Intemational Advanced
Manufocturing Park (lAMP) being
developed between Sunderland
and South Tynesld e, whichwil bring
5,200 new jobs and
£300m efinvestment

# Dhrect retall and office

Have your say and hel debpmti tacty .
while ensuring smaller centres
h h 5 ] f‘ rermain hegithy and sustainable.
shape the city’s future « Potectine enenmert ond
address the mpoct of dimate
Wa wantyou tohave yoursayonplans G ber of change. It foclses on developing
g ring a prosp long- new ded by 2033 and the Sunderand os an attroctive and
term future for Sunderiand. amount of kand required for employment, sustainable place o live, withan
From August 7 to October 2 207 retoll,lelsure and housing, The best emphasison quality of ife,
Sunderland City Council are P dn community wellbeing and local
the first draft of the Core Strategy and were also character.
Deel Fan. analysed. » Improve transport finks and make
Developmen The Core Strategy and D F Fian th inable. The Plan
g:nir\;ﬂme Suqutalnd u._‘;:.h ' kadrut by ¥ portant s=eks to ensure centres, work ploces
that o nitles b sr =. and key foc ke setrls ond
busl rowth, transport finks and et
m:sr::&ndern‘:mdn:edswumew the final version Is prepared. Once a final hospitals are easlly accessibie via
2033, verslon s approved, the Pian will play a sustainable modes of trarsport.
pivotal role Inshoping Sunderlond's future. | g Tackle the city's health challenges
lealso etschall such
280 L) and i ,u\gﬁ :i...the You chance togive us your by restricting the rurrker of hot
city, aswell as factoring Inlelsure and views during the public consultation food takeaways within centres.
allreq and | starting on August 7 and running until » Dellver the Infrasiructure nesded to
CONCEMS, O‘nat!rlmumn%u',urﬂmlonrh:e support growth,
a cona
mp':;' a]mqu.iemen;:tcall joccl portal ordrop Into ane of a serles of
ofithes, Is baosed on nsive research ewmpmtmmam
by Sunderland City Councdil into every September,
aspect of the city’s future needs. '
The Draft. gy and Develog can be found at Q
govak /C: together details of ph d drop n event
throughout September,

vibe
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Proposal to build executive homes on
Sunderland's West Park is ‘municipal
vandalism’ say angry families

Dorfl kake amay out park!

Farmiifies have joined forces 10 urge council chiefs i L conider

Sailifing 70 encisive b st Park in Suederland i e
uture.

HAVE YOUR
SAY

e —

Hurvdreds of residents i Cadt and Micldn Herringlon have staged public mestings Lo
express Ui conderrs slter the gresn Lek slla wat incuded in Sundeslne City Councifs
Drafl Care Strategy and a1,

The suthority says 13,824 more hormes are nesded by 2003, with sn average of 76810 be
Bl et 142 Pk el with e mepertied pepadation increase - many of these on
greenbelt bard,

G of s sites rentionied s West Park - once part of the Larmiton Cutate halings and
4 - ahiugh ouril osses huve emrphassed s nemers at
g is clefinte.

th ecensultalin sage and

convalescence
Digtriet Couril

I i prchiased by the Nt Caal Basard 1947 Lo s el
Fuarree Fior rinners, bt e v ness i = d Rorad
with & covenan sgecifying its ute

“This is an act of municipal vandalism"

Chr

ve West Park campalgn

Since the propod k1 T houses an the site was published, Lhe pecple ol Herringten
v Banded Logesher Lo fioe Save Weest Park campsign.

Wity by L aBowirng this Fruricipal wrelalisn 1o g shed winld b an atverte
wltect on wikllife - irhialing tues and awls - sdrasiructure snd services, while desisopng
one of the more beautifid areas in Sunderland.

Carrmasigrer Chris Livelle, whers hrree cverlocks Wst Park, said: The counc Bive a core
goars vl 1y wosre us 1 bislieve ey feesd (s Rand [or exscutive housing bacause peopie
are g o of Sunderla YT v

“They are propising b Lake Lhe park away. Il belongs Lo the comimuriity. & was betussherd
to the residents of Herringlon and there are covenants from the National Coal Board.

W & recreations’ area ared it dhould be dassed as park.

waluabile land.

“Our arguiment i Lhey just wart it because irs

“The core plan i sbout maki
el it with the obyectiv

Surclirland e altractive, bt Laking sy green land

Churies susied Lve et st in Oppesing the proposal, will be Lo create an action plan.

sike of Malde Herransun Pk,

“We are paing 1o sk pecple wilh particular exgertise 1o go through the plan with a fine-
naceh carnb - then vl produce 3 retuaal,

e will b putlivg together & Lask Torce.
e e 13 aclicn paints, sach cng could potentially stop Lhis.
“This i ant acl of smusicid vandalisn”

hrig’s wile Louise sdded: “We think af it & a village green. IUs nol really dassed at that at
the rrament, Bulits a part of the commuity.

“Thee couricd even lisls il 45 a park o it webste.

“This fus it - everybudy i really coming together which s
wasitive, Vie've been ariazed By e strength of dpivion”
Far rrare infunmation sbout e campaign, search for Save West Park on Facebaook.

lain Fairlariby, Head of Planning and Regeneration ot Surderland iy Cound, said “We very
much weltame the irgul of lacal people in the consulation.

“AL Ihis stage the censultation is just thal, nore of he propasals are selin stane and we
wery iruch wark Lo hear the views of lcal pacgle.

“The plans have Been developed in response 1o the need for omes Lo houge the cily's
growing population.

“We need a minimum of 13,800 new homes by 2033 t meet our housing needs in

“Following extensive research Lo identify where future hormes could be Buill, we have been
urtabili Lo iderlify encugh land in existing commurnivies Lo rmeset te need,

“Sar v have had 1o consider 3 srrall nuriber of sites which e nol predously been
chevelaped which are cureenly in the green Bell.

“Fillesen palerial Sites have bien iderifed arass Uhe gty Tar undzr the dralt plan which
alsg aims 1o ensure that will L

infrastructure such a5 .clmuls and healtheare, and help o defver enbancements Lo lacal
services and Lhe Lranspon netwirk.

“Theinput of local peaple mnlrummul in esisurinig L plan delivers everpthing needed
Tor Sunderland 1o reach ils potential as a trivirg, il ciy wilich i why we fave
rganised a urrier of sverns across the city and are sending aleallet Lo every househald
i L ity with more details of these, and &l Uhe coher weys residents ard businesses can
gihve Lheir views.

“ i s uniil Dotaber 2 s v would people Lo jein in and give
their views.”
Fer Uhe carsullation, visit ]
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BUSINESS = MORE =

Power plant that burns rubbish could create 300 jobs

in Sunderland

A proposal to build a renewable energy centre at Hilltherne Farm in Washington is being put forward by Rolton Kilbride

000:- ©:...

. 14D ot for prapie ta leam

Plans to build & new power plant that generates electricity by burning household rubbish are
baing put forvard, in 3 mowe which could oreata over 300 construction jobs in Sunderland

The plans ta build 3 Z7MW piant 2t Hillthorn Farm, Washingten , re being put forard by
develaper Rolton Kibrids, which is holding & public consultation with local residents about the
projact.

I approved, the £140m scheme would ereate arcund 300 construction jabs snd = further 35 full-
time jabs neaded to run the plant. The full-time jobs will consist of cansisting of technidan,
managerial and enginaering roles,

, MD or. for peapse ta learn mare about the
propased Renewsble Enargy Centre naxt to Niszan Frage Secssie fums)

Raltan Kilbride managing director Andrew Neadham said: “We are loaking to use an advanced
canversion tachnique called gasification, which is a Japaness technology.

“it 5 very wall proven inJapan where they have around 135 of these plants in operstion. Some of
them have bean in operation for araund 40 years.”

The process burns waste withaut oxygen to craate a gas. This gasis then burnt to produce steam,
which is used to power a turbine.

Elericity ganersted at the planc will not be pluggad into tha Nationa! Grid but wil instead be usad
bylocal businesss

Mr Nezdham added: "Because it is not on the rid it can supply energy at a lower rate than you
could usually get. It s commerdially cost effective for businasses.”

r it A0 e o M $ S L E
435 OF e proposed Renevwmbis Energy Centre next 1 NEssen (small e ouTlned ares, Doz i)
[RLE———

Assaries of public exhititians showcasing the propasa is being held at The Washington Millennium
Cantre, at Tha Oval. The everts are designed to answer queries by local residents about the
daveiopment.

One mermibar of the public, who wished to remain anonymaus but cpgoses the project, said she was
angry that th development had not been revesled 1o the ezl community uniil it had reached this
E

She also woiced her conceens that the renzwabie energy centre would be 2
causa create haalth issues.

eyesare, and could

Ian Crummack, CEQ at Cobalt Ensrgy which is adhising on the tachica] aspacts of the project ssid
that the waste-£o-energy faciity wauld be safe and would create very it waste

He said: “There is nothing that can harm you o your family

“There has been a strong piece of legislation called the Industrial Emissions Directive, which sats

flimit values on amissions 5o low that thay are below the threshold deemed to have any effect an

human health, The plant s designad to cause na harm to anyone.”

Mr Crummack added: “The impact of ane of these sites is 5o small it cannot be noticed.

“Interms of smell, you wouldn't be able to smell anything unless you went into the facility, went right

up to the waste pit, and had 2 good sniff”

3

ks
CATION

Miaps of the propesed Renewsble Energy Centre next to Nissen (s Necxsie forms))
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Green Belt building and travellers among
topics at meeting over ‘hugely important’
plans for Sunderland

s e tugely
future, and it is
10 b thesr say.

o Ter the pesple of 5.

s [
ortant that individuals and communites

pretentialy shaping Lhe
o thal riaw is their moment

cound sctively wants lesdack o he

curment and wiants Lo hear what local peogle

LANID ALLION

o
Satirehay 1) Sl

f L 4 a =

Wearsiters wonried sBoul proposed new bousing o aness. of Gresen Sei, pilches for traveliers and oter
plars for ing imvited 20 2 puilic e

[Rf—r—

o

REsing
N 5o v thaught the b
SU NDER!E,%‘ shane thei lesfngs

i v,

ey Torwared was 1o haue & public freeting o that everyons can
el plan what ey wanl 1o Say aned we could expiain how the Locs

W waukd love 1o see & good Wnoul because the Plan patentially aflas sveryoae in
Sunderland.”

The cour: hat 13,824 more homes are needed by 2033, with an average of 763
101 b buill 3 year L help deal wilhy e expected population ncrese - mary of Bhese an

grembell Lared

WWwsay
STPARK. ok
{.CO.uK
Ressidenits in the Herringlon area have already beld mesings 1o regater their unhappiness
— that 70 executive horres could e buill on West Park.

Aswell as anyene from the berough of Sunderland, peapie fning in Soulh Tyneside are 850
vl 0 corne dong as the plan has Lhe Scope o have an affect an peopl living in
Ceadon, Whitburn and the Boklon aress.

ey s, Wb Hesad P, £202 Husrangber

C ind b
lage where residents are opposed 10 possible hos
v a pitch for travellers (o e for overright stays

lain Fairlarsibs, bl of planving and ¢ tican 31 Surderland City Council, b previously
said Lhat the authority welcormes all Tesdback from residents and that they can ge their
iz 0n Lhe proposals via 3 consullation at e surderiand go uk/CSDP,

The miesting, which begins at Tpen will be infarmal and unminuled.

But Richard Cowert, riruan of the Car
ared Hetton about the plan, plenty of att
ghve people & chance Lo hear what is be
oppased by groups and by residents.

1 s “Atheugh there pringwell
e bieen s raised and wee vanied (o
pipose by the couici and whal i being

Anyurie whi would ke Funther inforrration should contact CPRE setretary Gillan Gibsen by
iling: gillan gibson@yshos.co.k.

Sunderiand Echo

Residents air concerns over new housing on
Sunderland green belt at meeting with
Campaign to Protect Rural England chiefs

E—

DAVID ALLISTN

[¢]

with

Residents el
ehiefs from Ui Campaign o Protect Rural England.

And 3l a public rresting rermibers of groups suh a5 the Save West Park campaign and
Speingwell Residents’ Assotiation spake of working alongsice ach other (o oppose
dhevelopment on green bell and green field sites a5 efleclively a5 possible

Sy s, Deeham

Puriide, £t Herranglors.

The meeting
g

wias called in resparse W worries over (he Sunderland Draft Core Sira
Blan, which s currently under consullation, bul is Sl Lo dilate plaring 3
devsioprent until 2033

peiniirg the: Saave Weest Park and Springwell Residents Associalion were greups froem North
Hyliee, South Hyllen, South Bents and Hetton, 4l concerned aboul plans far sites in their
area

Aduiressing & packed meeting in the National Ressrve Cub in Albion Flace, Richard Cowen,
chairman of the Campaign o Fratect Rural England (CPRE) North Cast branch said: The
Pl FrparLant Lhing Sy whi hiss concerte can do i Lo register thesn with the cour
planners.

“Thase concerns will hive Lo be noled but uniess you make thern over the next couphe of
ks - the elosing date for consultation is Manday, Octaber 4 - your oppositicn wil not
naled

5 I WESHINGTON ~ HOUGHTOW AND HETTOM  SOUTH TYMESIDE

EINCASTLE

T o —

« Carpaaig Lo Brutest Rurad Cry
oposed Courey Durham plan and that wes ul
hian 30,000 abjections were recsived (o that plan

T yoars e 10 the
ack 19 b redramn but more

A

lly and colectivaly 10
0 the plen vl Lok thise

waukd Lrge anyo e borough of

tanceris s thal any

LONCETNS into Stcounl”

10w 50 arguoed by S guests that pubibe consullation 5o far has beer

adequate.

Bt the CPRE facused on the grocess Ly which
el it

people could hepe o change sspects of e

Wi Coween ackd Tl yrau register youT Cangenn, youe nolin the garme when il conmes
10 getting the chance Lo have a say

“Thiesie e gty imponant plars for the people of Sunderland, poentially shaping the
Tuture, and it i important thal individals and comemunities know that o is thei

“Grioups can gt petitions Logether across the barough and there & & place for that bul the
WAL ETIROILANG [ing iS 1AL Armyone who SiEs Lhe pelition S50 Lekes he roubie 1o emal
i il in with their concers 0 thal they canBe put an recond.”

The council has said that 13,524 more b

e are needed by 2033,

lain Fairlamby, Fuead of planning egeneration al
saiel Ut the authority welcoenes ail Teedback Tram res
i on Lhe propesals via a ensullation l wer surderlan

e i
dor wanning grocess Lan contact CPRE e
gilan gibsonEyshoo.couk.

on armpthing Lo
ey Gillan Gilssan by ermfing
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England captain and former Sunderland AFC
star Jordan Henderson steps into West Park
housing battle

Hrclder Joudl e bangharal. s A

=

 badki i park wihere he i

Ihened his soccer shills.

The larrmer Sunierland AFC stér, now glaying lor Liverpool, grew upin Heringtan and
alterided Farringon Acadery.

S i

Hie s Uirowan Bis wosight Biehind & dirive Lo protect West Park alter it becans one of 15
siLes identilied by Sunderland Gty Council & a pessile location for lulure housing
cheloprient - saying iLvtuld be an “absolute ragedy” il the green space ves sl

The authority Says 13,624 more homes are dad Lhe city by 2033, witl
2 758 1 b il 3 year 1o help deal wilh Uhe expected proulation increase.

Hovstver, chic laders have srphasised the pr ls aré currently al the censulLati
sLage ard nothing is definie.

Resitleris across Last ared Micdle Herringion have susged a seriss of gubiic mestings 1o
waite [t concerns aller Lhe st was indutd in e cowcils Drall Core Strategy and
Develaprment Plar.

“I have great memories of my time living in
Herrington and alon% with my mates spent
many happy hours Ea g football in the park
as a youngster and honing the skills that have
helped to take me to where | am today.”

Jordan Hendersan
Forrmer Black Cats midfielder Herdlerson said: “1 have greal memaries of my Llime fing in

Herrington, and along with ry rrastes spent many happy hours playing lootbal inthe park
a5 ayourgster s boring the Skls Ut have helped (o Lake me 10 whers |an Loday,

1 fieed that & would L Lrslue Lragedy il such 2 bestilul, well used Ihat s sty
pecple enjoy For recreation and spart was ever Lo be lost.

T would alter e wiiobe Teeling of an area Ll S0 mary of us hae a gres allecion for”

Campaign spohesman Tarm Lynn said: 7T would T 1 Uhark U Berderson Garmily lor i
supparL.

West Pk, Mabe Herranglins

“Jardars comments ilustrate Bt he sl | o g far e gl
e up and wbere he stll retuns 1o see farrily on & regular basis.”

lain Fairlarib, B of planning and regeneration a1 Sunderland Gty Council, sad: “We very
sruch welcorme Lhe ingul of lacal peaple in the consuLaticn.

“AL his sLage the censullation is just thal, none of the propasals are seLin stons and we
wery iruch wark Lo hea the views of leal peogle.

“Thie plans e e divelopesd in resparnise 10 the need for homes 1o house e cily's
growing prpulatian,

st Pk

“We need a minirmum of 13,800 new homes by 2033 o meel our housing nesds in
atenidance with Governrrent, methsdolapy.

“Follewing extensive researdh Lo idenily where future hores could be buil, we have been
unable e identify ensogh Lved in exising Commniies L reel the need,

“Sar e have hiad 10 consider sl numiber of sites which bave nol predously besn
dheveloped which are currerily in the gresn Bell.

“Thie input of ot prople i instrurmental in ensuing e plan delivers sverling nesded
Tior Surderiand 1o riesch ils poteniial a6 a tirivirg sustainable cy, which & sy we hav
organised & nurrier of svenls aooss the cly and are sendng a leallen Lo every househald
in L gty with more detaik of these, and 3l the other ways residents ard businesses can
v e views.

“Thies consubiation rurs uriil Octaber 2 ad we viuld encourage prople W jin in and give
their vigns.”

For rmare infarmation about the carrgaign, search for Save West Park on Facebaok.

forehan Hemchersean g bis e with S laral.

For Uhe carsultation, visil v surderland goeukiCS0P
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EX'sunderland star Jordan Henderson iOins ﬁght to - i 5 LA | WERSHINGTOM  HOUGHTOK AND HETTOM  SOUTH TYMESIDE
save park where he learned to play football

The England midfielder said it would be an 'absolute tragedy' if homes were built on the Sunderland park

Michael Muncaster
SH RES MMENTS 16 BSEP2017 | UPDATED 16:59, 18 SEP

r2 former Sunderlznd star Jordan Hendersan honed nis skills a5 youngster.

Sunderland youngsters have their say on . e
city’s future plans o v w1 P, o T v

T

usdini: s Dighoys, thee cerLaiy of
siles ancd green Lelt

“I'm delighted the Youth Parliament took part
in the debate about the draft plan. Events
such as this play a very important role in
helping us decide upon the future shape of our
city.”

Caun Faul Watsen

It the park whi

Hendersan's spedial talent would take him from West Park in Sunderland to captaining Liverpool FC
and ths England team.

But the grassed area where he spent hours kicking a footbal s at risk after it was earmarked for
N ity caurcil leader Coun Paul Watson saith s grest Lo see yourg peapis so motivated and
P irviihoet wilh whial wiill Bgipen 1o (e cily in L Tulure.

sible housing.

sunderland city Council is cansulting an its draft core stratagy and development plan, and West
Park is one of 15 sites which could be used far future housing develogments,

e Youlh Parlianent Leak part in he defiate dhout e drall plan, Dosnts
g 1 decide upeet e lulure shape of our

incil bossas said 13,824 new homes are needed by 7033, with an average of 763 to ba huilt 3 year

whelp

21 with the expacted population increass.

Bt Hendersan, who grew up in Herrin
e tragady if the lend was lost

on and attended Farringdon Academy., said it would be an Chair of St Youh

riber o the Youth Parliarenl erjoyed the Local Flan pressniation:
in ~v=ryft_rm|= .mmj.umm;_un L. uu are gaing Lo be

RN CLATE

Iain Fairlamb, head of planring 2nd rageneration at Sunderland Ciry Cauncil, has encauraged p2ople

BEY-

art in the consultation an the care strat

id: A this stage the consuktation is just that, none of the praposals are stin stane and we

vary much want to hear the visws of local peaple.

“The plans have bezn developed in responsz to the nead for homes to houss the dy's zrowing
2d & minimum of 13,800 nev homes by 2033 to meet our housing neads in

avernment methodolozy.

population. We

@ve bean unable to

resarch ta idantiy where fuurz hom

5 to mest the need,

West Park In Middie 5 used fors 1 [ idantify anough land in existing communi

He seid: T have great memaries of my time living in Herringran nd along with my matas spent (€ reno o |

el b st

many happy hours playing faotzall in the park as 8 youngster and honing the =kils that have hielped || » More than 1,500 homes could ke built on green helt land in Sunderland and Washingtan
tovtke me ta where | am today e impertant Tor yeurg peepls 1o be invalved, ared Tor 21 areas of the dily 10 13ke parL AL
“Soweh o + of sices which have not previously been develaped the consullative el iU be poad lor Larilies Lo come dong because sah generstion
“Ifeel that 7t would be an absclute tragedy if such a beautiful, well used space that so many paople S wehav onsider 3 smal number of sives which have nat previously been develope i e o i, el ,i._,,ilfh ® &
A X ‘hich are currently in the green belt. ! = m .
anjay for recrastian and spart was suer to belost.

. “Thie prissenilalion wis ety Lo uriderstand, accessible and informiatie, |wasnlt aware of
¢erything nezded far - o e i e

sarie of the aspets of the Plan ared he consullation ghes us 3 good ovnden.
why we have organised a

of these, and all the

“Htwiould alter the whole Taefingof zn area that so many ofus haue  grezt affetion For.”

Fellow mesrizer Rachel Krajovska addad “This has been a good introduction 1o Lhe Flan,
/ el il was pul acrass in a dear way, ILmeans |can now Lalk shout it to others, and altheugh
T Mawtion I vaas aware of soene aspedts of the Plan Dwasa't aware of others, such & the
xovrw sunderland gov uldCSDP redeveloprments.
: - Members quizzed planners after a wioes ot Une plan, which alsa Largets dhalengss
suith as deprivation and rising obesity within the city, and includes leisure and retl 15 et for e Vot Parliarment 10 b il i s sart of consull
retquireents and emdrarenental concems. e s - Lo e prart o Lse cily's activities and plans lar e fulure.

Campaigners ghting to save the park clsim it 1 @ gateway into th
‘camimuters avery day.

city and is seen by th

i a peition by the action group Save Viest Park has gthered more than 5,000 signatures, The censuitation runs unil Ociober 2.To take part, v

I eactly vty

rlind Youth Parliernment is 2 group of 22 your apike, aged 1110 18, who wark Lo “Therers a ot Lo do in Ue Plan and | aps e Big ideas lrm into acion e sare well be
give 4 vuice Lo clhikiren and teenagers in Sundsrland. nicely surprised with the developrents as they come alang - wel liave 1o sl and see”

P

arly Carsullation avert
tirres, visil

g place

The group vk with Tagether Tor Chikiren Lo felp shape services in Lhe tity, © 5 L cily this week, Ta find eut venugs and
g with stall as well s Sunderaned's ceuncillors and MPs. resncior ashtd )
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Thousands sign West Park petition as council
calls for end to public sector pay cap

K

L 4

WASHINGTON ~ HOUGHTOW AMD HETTOM ~ SOUTH TYNESIDE

Moee thin 5,000 peogie heve bicked a cal for i Is 1o bl om
Eopped.
The pelilice: is befieved Lo be the bigpest ever received by the counil.

“This is a significant petition and | am told it is
the biggest we have ever seen in the council.”

Caun Gilllan Galbraich

West Park in Last Herringlon has been inchuded in Sungerland City Councils Drall Core
Strategy ant Develogrrent Flan & & possible lulure sits or housing.

The authority says 13,624 more homes are neaded by 2033, with an average of 768 Lo be
Luill a year.

5L Chads ward member Coun Gilliar
e

1 Galbraith handed in two petitions w st night's full
council I .

i i

Coun Galbraith told Lhe meeting a Lotal of 5,153 people had signed the vaa: “This i
significant pesiticn and | am tald iLis the biggest we have sver seen inthe cound

Last night's mesting Saw a demonsiration by mesnibers ol the Unite and Unison unions in

urging the Local Goverrment Associalion Lo press Whitehall Lo Tund 8 pay rise for stall,

Fraposing the motion, Barmes remiber Coun Rebecca Atkinson said: “Public secor workers
are our heroes.

“Thiey are our carers, cur educaians, they keep us safe and prolec us.

“Thiesy will s il Lroubile rather
iclifres of the cruel austerily agend

s sty Tre L - whiy e have Ly e
ar

Canservantive group leader Coun Rubert Ciiver said Tory members would sbsiain, because
Wiy Bacioedd riasini Lve sy € bl conkd et Biack sorhe of Lhe motion,

“Thie answeer Lo the motion i basically, Yes but how do you pay for it7,” he said.
A Corservative armendment, calling for Uhe recent pay rises for palice and prisen officers 1o

e exterded 1o other public secor Sall 'as soon &5 the naticnal firances allow was rejecied
Ry Mayor Coun Doris Mackright as eontrary L the sgirit of e eriginal progossl

- L W OUR REGIOM AN DERAL WESHINGTON ~ HOUGHTOW AND HETTOM  SOUTH TYMESIDE
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Sunderland boxer Tony Jeffries enters West
Park row

Fuisksbid (600
Teasiabay 26 Seyernioer SN7

f ar ]
Baing ster Tany Jefries has weighed into the row over Sunderlend's Wisst Park.
Thee Herris it o af 15 iderntifisd Ly Cily Couneil rossilile location

T Tutus busing develogrrent.

“West Park is a gorgeous spot that | will always
have great memories of.”

The authority says 13,824 more homes are nesded acrass Lhe Gty by 2033, bul civic leaders
fuse rmiphs proposs by et Lhe lLation siege and noehing is
definite.

N 1214 s aitded i viice Lo the Campaien 10 S e park.

Ty, v e ants & successful bung filvess business in Califorria, said: 7 was shacked
0 learry Lt Ure e plans Lo possily build en West Park & | used o bee i Herringlen,
ared spent & lol ol time in Ut park.

1 used 10 g0 there wilh iy rales svery auumn 10 collecl conkers when we were kids, and |
il o runis i e park when | wiss Lidining for lights, induing periods priee 1 the
Olyrrgics in 2008 where | won a branze medal.

Tl nrver Torget where | came froen and Wesl Park is & gorgeous spa that | wil ahvays
inve gresal mernaries of. | am Ginmly bebin the campaign Tor it Lo rermein 5 3 popular
pubiic space enjayed by S0 maty paogle”

lain Fairlarby, head of planning and regeneration a1 Sunderland Gty Coundl, sad: A Uis
sLage the consullation is just that, none of the proposals are selin stang and we very rruch
wart 1o hear the views of local people.

“Thie lans Fivee B develuped in respanse 10 e nesd for homes o heuse e cly's
rowing prpulation. West Park “We need & minimuen of 13,500 new heres by 2033 1 rest

cur huusing nesds i anie with “Fulkedrg sxlensive
sessarch o dentily whers i e il woe Do 1o idderitify
ncugh lared in e Lo et the nesd. b had 1o consider asrmal

sumber of sites whith have not previously been developed which are curmently in e green
e

Apublic mesting Lo discuss e plans will b held o Farringdon Aadery 1is svening
tetween Gpen and Bar.
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Save West Park petition a huge success

a8
8 eptiemdser 2011

{

Je 4 beeal enunilor for SUChad's | waouid Fee to i
seganding the “Sive West Perk” petition that | presented t the ull couscil mesting on September 20.

A arerry ol collentons Look Lo the streets of Midde ard Cast Heninglan with 4 petiton
setquesting Sundrland Council vithrae West Park from the progosed development plan

‘Wast Park in Middle Herringlan has been identified in the Sunderland Core Strategy and
Dosvedcsprrian Plan a6 Being & possible site for 70 new houses.

Ahzugh this i onfy 2t Uhe corsuliation stage, residents are greatly concerned atout the
passibifty of losing oie of the mare beautilul aress Uil people in and around Hesrington
hanve enjayed lor mary years.

There were 4,343 signatures callecied, very few people refused Lo sign as residents are
united in waaniling Lo keep this green space for not anly the people who use iLnew bat far
Tulure generaticns Lo enjoy.

L g ir ing 10 Lake 1 ition around the area,
alea armyone wishing Lo sign could G5 the Straveberry Roge cale in Herringlon,

s weell a5 the hard copy an anline petition had analber 810 signatures making 4 oLl of

5153, prababily ane of the largest signed petitions in the listoey of Sunderland Gty Council.

The petitices will nove be refered Lo the appeepriale department of the counl,

Sunderiand Echo

Residents fight ‘disastrous’ proposals to build
400 homes on greenbelt in shadow of
Penshaw Monument

runks T F— S———
Seavn! Cok Coreri

By

T —

on qmum._.uu-

f

]
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Residients are fghling ‘sasirous’ proposals.bo p e it
of Pershaw Momment.

Four fiskis Letaeen Barimeed Vi and Hervinglon Cournlry Park have been sarmarked for
passilite fulurs develsprment # Sundertar City Councils Drafl Core Strategy sl
[

utition L prute o st

The authisrity says 13 524 rmiore hirnes are nesded by J073, with s average of 768 10 be
ill  wear 1o help Seal with he sxpected ppulation increase - many of hese an

greenbill Lared.
The Pt i 1238 heclares and the decuenents stales the ard tuld be
useel o build drrialely 400 dwellings” - dltheug! i Losses have

this rermains a1 Lhe Corsullation stage and nelhing is deinile,

EINCASTLE

Shaukd sy fulure developrment 2o ahead, carmpaipnes warmit will net ey ad 1o loss of
reenbelt Larel, but il will puet pressure on reads and serdces in e area.

Vembers of the Save s Gresnkel Carpaign e i handed e 2 peticn wis
10 Surdlerlaid City Council in an elfon Lo steg biing buill en1 Lhe

lmd.

“It would be a disaster for the area”

Elaine Davidsan, Penshaw resident

laitie Davitle 1 Dlrvied Hedywak - bl retire Leachers - ako defvered
216 leters ol aljection Lo the autharitys planing deparlment.

Claine, 74, rroved (rom Milisld 1o Pershaw 53 years agn becauss she wanted 1o be awiy
Trarm e Fusstle and bustle of te city.

St v fears that the pic e i Lurl, an says the
council should 25 claser 1o the dity inordes wois fal there
el bipast U sgnomy whers it s tesded

I been hard wark poing arcand colecting he sipnalures, but we need 1o speak oul
against thase propesals,” she sad.

“Its ot b  good e 1o have & consullalion because prople have besn on boliday.

W Toud tha & ot o people merenl sven awire of it we had W explainwhal By
waTE SLgEEsling.

W are objedting for varicus reasons,
“Firsily, arrylacy who diivess alorg Chester Resd knows vhat the Lrallic & ke,

“Tar il 400 oz ned 1 Chester Road is nol Teasible, The typs of houssholds ey are
rying L Sract wil likely e mioes (s one car.

“We coudd have getling an for 1,000 extra cars on Chester Road
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APPENDIX 20: Draft Core Strategy and Development
Plan (2017) — Consultation Leaflets

I.o
Sunderland
City Council

Have your say

on the future development
of Sunderland

Help us shape our future.
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Indicative Layout and
Capacity Study of
Proposed Housing
Release Sites
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APPENDIX 21: Draft Core Strategy and Development

Plan (2017) — Consultation
Feedback Form

£D
Sunderland
City Council

Have your say

pment
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APPENDIX 22: Draft Core Strategy and Development
Plan (2017) — Petitions

Site/ Petition Summary and Petition Lead Date Signatorie
Location Description Type Petitioner Received s
/Organiser

Hetton https://www.ipetitions.com/peti iPetitions Neil 19/09/17 558
Lyons tion/hlac-car-park-change- (received by Middleditch (Closed) (Total 560
AnglingkCIub petition e-mail) Hetton Lyons (Received now online)
Car Par HLAC - Car Park Change Petition Angling Club by e-mail (266 made

About this petition 1/10/17) comments)

Hetton Lyons Angling Club

We object to the proposed
travelers site in Stephensons car
park

Hetton lyons angling club has
over 80 members who use
stephensons car park

To fish on stephensons lake, on a
daily basis.

Some of our members are
pensioners and in there 70s, one
who has recently had a stroke,
without the car park facility of
being able to park right next to
the lake it will be impossible for
older members to walk with their
fishing gear to the lake.

| thought Sunderland council
were trying to encourage people
to get out doors and do an
activity. This will have the
opposite effect as we will loose
lots of our members without the
car park facility right next to the
lake.

We have about 20 fishing
competitions a year , members
meet in stephensons car park
make the draw in stephensons
car park, at one of our biggest
matches this year there were
over 26 cars in the car park with
lots and lots of fishing gear
having to be unloaded and taken
down to the lake. Without the
current capacity of the car park it

will be impossible to hold any
more fishing competitions, that's
more members lost.

We also have coaching fishing
days in the summer holidays for
1st eppleton scouts, and their
parents, we meet in stephensons
car park and with the help of the
children all the coaching fishing
gear is unloaded and taken down
to stephensons lake,

The coaching sessions will also be
lost if car park is turned into a
travellers site.

As you can see without the
current use of stephensons car
park Hetton lyons angling

Could loose most of its members,
how can Sunderland council
justify setting up a travellers site
and take away our use of hetton
lyons country park.

West Park,
East
Herrington

We the undersigned request
Sunderland City Council to
delete from The Core Strategy
and Development Plan 2017-33
(draft) the proposal to designate
West Park for residential
development.

We request the Council to
honour the spirit of transfer of
the land specifically for public
amenity made by Sunderland
Rural District Council in 1967.

We note the proposal is contrary
to declared objectives in the
Draft Plan covering landscape
character & diversity and the
importance of settlement breaks.

We request officers of the
council to make an immediate
voluntary Village Green
registration of The Park under
section 15(8) of the Commons
Act 2008.

Paper

Sarah
Watson

20/09/17
(Closed)

4,384

West Park,
East
Herrington

No to housing development on
West Park

We the undersigned petition to:-
oppose all development of West

e-Petition

Mr Mark
Watson

20/09/17
(Closed)

810

(Total 811
online, but
1 verified
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Park. It is our opinion that this
would be a disaster for the West
Park/ Park Lea and East
Herrington as a whole. We
believe allowing this
development to go ahead would
have an adverse effect on
wildlife, local infrastructure, local
services as well as destroying one
of the more beautiful areas we
are lucky enough to enjoy.

This petition is designed to voice
a communities opposition to a
planned housing development
on West Park.

after closing
date)

Land adj.
Fulwell
Methodist
Church

https://www.change.org/p/sund
erland-city-council-designate-
greenspace-adjacent-to-fulwell-
methodist-church-sr6-8In-as-
local-green-space

Save Dovedale Road Greenspace

Petition to Sunderland City
Council to designate the open
greenspace land adjacent to
Fulwell Methodist Church,
Seaburn Dene, Sunderland SR6
8LN as Local Green Space under
its Local Plan.

We, the undersigned, request
that Sunderland City Council
designate 3,759sq.m of land
adjacent to Fulwell Methodist
Church as Local Green Space
under its Local Plan, which is
currently undergoing public
consultation.

The National Planning Policy
Framework gives local
communities the right, through
local and neighbourhood plans,
to identify green areas of
particular importance to them
for special protection by means
of a Local Green Space
designation, the effect of which
is to rule out new development
other than in very special
circumstances.

We submit that the land meets
the criteria set out at Paragraph

Change.org /
Paper

(received by
e-mail)

Mrs Lyndsey
Middleton-
Kitcatt

Save
Dovedale
Road
Greenspace

27/09/17
(Closed)

(Received
by e-mail
28/09/17)

362

(357 via
change.org,
+ 5 paper)
(Total 360
supporters
now online)
(41 made
comments)

77 of the National Planning
Policy Framework (see below for
details) and, at the time of
writing, does not have planning
permission granted. It therefore
qualifies for designation.

1. Requirement for the green
space to be in reasonably close
proximity to the community it
serves.

The land is centrally located
within a predominantly
residential area of
Seaburn/Fulwell. Dovedale
Road, on which it is situated,
is a busy thoroughfare for
people travelling towards
Sunderland City Centre, South
Shields, Cleadon, Boldon and
Southwick. It is within close
proximity of three local
schools, namely
Monkwearmouth Academy,
Seaburn Dene Primary, and
Fulwell Infant School, as well
as Seaburn Metro Station and
Sea Road, which is the main
shopping/high street for the
area.

2. Requirement for the green
area to be demonstrably special
to a local community and holds a
particular local significance, for
example because of its beauty,
historic significance, recreational
value (including as a playing
field), tranquility or richness of
its wildlife.

The significance of the land to
the local community is largely,
but not exclusively, due to its
recreational value. For a
period in excess of fifty years,
the land has been used by the
local community as a quasi-
village green, where people
take part in a range of
recreational activities. It has
and continues to be used on a
daily basis by local people,
both adults and children, for
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playing sports, dog training
classes, boot camps, dog
walking, summer camps, out
of school groups and other
activities. The use of the land
in this way is a long-
established local tradition
and, because of this, the land
has become an integral part
of community life, part of the
fabric and character of the
area. It is one of the few
green areas of its kind
remaining in the locality and
its loss would prove a huge
detriment to the community.

The site is rare in the sense
that it provides a safe and
accessible outdoor space for
children and older members
of the community. It benefits
from being largely enclosed
by the boundary wall of Mere
Knolls Cemetery, garden
fences to the rear of Torver
Crescent and railings
separating the land from the
church. Additionally, the fact
that the raised area
immediately adjacent to the
church steps provides a buffer
between the main portion of
the site and the road, thereby
limiting the possibility of
children or animals running
into the road.

The land also has historical
significance. Historic maps of
the area show that the land
once formed part of Dene
Lane, which is described in
Sunderland City Council’s
‘Heritage Trial’ literature as
“an ancient right of way that
is said to be the route taken
by monks travelling between
the monastic sites at
Wearmouth and Jarrow,
during the age of Bede over
1300 years ago.”

Additionally, the land brings a

much needed element of
natural beauty to a heavily
developed residential area,
particularly the mature trees,
which can be seen on the
boundary of the land as well
as inside the cemetery walls.
It also benefits from a
beautiful view of Cleadon Hills
and the surrounding farm
land, with two of the area’s
most notable landmarks,
Cleadon Windmill and
Cleadon Water Tower, clearly
visible on the horizon.

3. Requirement that the green
area concerned be local in
character and is not an extensive
tract of land.

It is not explicitly stated in the
National Planning Policy
Framework what is to be
considered extensive for
these purposes. However, as
stated above, the site area
comprises approximately
3,759sq.m of land. It is very
much self-contained, being
partially enclosed by the
boundary wall of Mere Knolls
Cemetery, garden fences to
the rear of Torver Crescent
and railings separating the
land from Fulwell Methodist
Church.

Land adj.
Herrington
Country
Park,
Penshaw

We the undersigned petition to:
Oppose all development in
section HRS12 of the City of
Sunderland Core Strategy and
Development Plan (land
adjacent to Herrington Country
Park, Penshaw). We believe
allowing this development to go
ahead would have an adverse
effect. It is our opinion that this
would be a disaster for the areas
of Penshaw, Shiney Row and
New Herrington. We believe
allowing this development to go
ahead would have an adverse
effect on wildlife, local

Paper

Save
Penshaw’s
Greenbelt

27/09/17
(Closed)

910
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infrastructure, local services as
well as destroying one of the
more beautiful areas we are
lucky enough at this moment to
enjoy.

Land adj.
Herrington
Country
Park,
Penshaw

Save Penshaw Greenbelt (1)

We the undersigned petition to:-
Have the land at
Penshaw/Chester Rd be deleted
from the Council's Core Strategy
and Development Plan to
safeguard our Greenbelt and
prevent the pressure on local
services and roads.

We the undersigned support
safeguarding the Greenbelt
around Penshaw and have the
current proposal in Sunderland
City Council's Cire Strategy and
Development Plan withdrawn.

e-Petition

Mrs Christine
Parry

2/10/17
(Closed)

1,049

Springwell
Village

Petition to Oppose development
on green belt land around
Springwell Village

Petition summary and
background

In the draft Core Strategy and
Development Plan the Council
proposes to release four sites
around Springwell Village —
HRS1,2,3,4 — for housing
development. The undersigned
are strongly against these
proposals. Furthermore, they are
opposed to any release of
greenbelt land in and around
Springwell Village for the
purposes of development.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are
concerned citizens who urge
Sunderland City Council to
maintain the existing greenbelt
boundaries that give Springwell
Village it’s identity and character,
prevents urban sprawl and
prevents Springwell Village from
merging with neighbouring
settlements.

Paper

Angela
Templeman
(Chair)

Springwell
Village
Residents
Association

2/10/17
(Closed)

1,364

Village

Springwell Village

We the undersigned petition to:-
We the undersigned oppose all
development on the greenbelt
surrounding Springwell Village.
The greenbelt here provides
much needed countryside for
people living in urban areas,
gives the village its character
and identity, and prevents
urban sprawl to neighbouring
settlements. The already
congested historic infrastructure
of the Village cannot be
reconfigured to accommodate
new traffic generation.

Sunderland Council is currently
undergoing a period of
consultation on their Core
Strategy and Development Plan.
They are proposing to release
greenbelt land on four sites
around Springwell Village for
housing. The greenbelt gives
Springwell Village its character
and provides essential
countryside for people living in
urban areas, the environment
and wildlife. It prevents urban
sprawl and merging with
Gateshead, South Tyneside and
Washington. Sunderland Council
is claiming 'exceptional
circumstances' and that there
are not enough brownfield sites
to build on. Their evidence does
not adequately demonstrate this
or the projected population- so
the number of houses they say
the City needs is not proven.

These proposals would open the
door for hundreds and
potentially thousands of houses
being built, doing irreversible
damage to the greenbelt and the
character of the village forever.
Please sign the petition to help
save the greenbelt.

Treadwell

(Closed)

Springwell

Save the greenbelt around

e-Petition

Mrs Claire

2/10/17

344

Houghton

Petition to object to Houghton

e-Petition

Mr Andrew

2/10/17

78
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Market
Place
Industrial
Estate

Market Place Industrial Estate
being identified as suitable for
development as a site for
Travelling Showpeople plots

We the undersigned petition to:-
Object to the Council's proposals
to earmark the Houghton
Market Place Industrial Estate as
suitable for development as a
site for Travelling Showpeople
plots due to traffic and road
safety concerns.

We the undersigned wish to
object to the Council's proposals
to earmark the Houghton Market
Place Industrial Estate as suitable
for development as a site for
Travelling Showpeople plots, on
the basis that the main access
road out of the surrounding
densely populated housing
estate (Gravel Walks) will not be
able to cope with the increased
volume of traffic their proposal
will cause at the Lake Road
junction - using The Green as an
alternative route into / out of the
proposed development area will
not be suitable for use by the
heavier / vehicles this proposal
will attract.

The area earmarked by the
Council for longer term
development for the travelling
community at the Houghton
Market Place Industrial Estate
would similarly be unsuitable
due to the additional traffic and
congestion that would be caused
on the only access road out of
the surrounding densely
populated housing estate at the
Gravel Walks / Lake Road
junction - using The Green as an
alternative route into / out of the
proposed development will not
be suitable for use by the heavier
/ vehicles this proposal will
attract.

Stone

(Closed)

St. Luke’s
Terrace

Save St Luke’s Terrace Petition

Millfield and Pallion Focus
Teams

To Sunderland City Council:
I/We the undersigned, being
local residents of Pallion or
Millfield Ward as well as being
local government electors for
the area of Sunderland City
Council; to whom this petition is
addressed, request that the
council take all possible steps
and action to ensure that St
Luke’s Terrace to designated as
aretail area in the Local Plan
being developed by the council
at this time with specific
restrictions to prevent new
takeaways opening.

Additional Petition Slips wording
slightly different:

Help Martin and Niall protect
St Luke’s Terrace as a
shopping area — sign the
petition

To Sunderland City Council:
1/We the undersigned, being
local residents of Pallion or
Millfield as well as being local
government electors in the
area of Sunderland City
Council, to whom this petition
is addressed, request that the
Council takes all possible
action to ensure that St Luke’s
Terrace is designated as a
retail area in the Local Plan
being developed by the
Council at this time with
specific restrictions to prevent
new takeaways opening.

Paper

Martin
Haswell
Wearside
Liberal
Democrats

2/10/17 108

(97 on
petition
forms + 11
on petition
slips with
comments)

Washington
Gasification
Plant

Petition against the Gasification
Plant Washington

We the undersigned oppose the
siting of Rolton Kilbride
gasification plant

In Washington on the ground of:

1. The plant is new technology
and as such is untested over a

Paper

David Tatters

1/10/17 11
(Closed)

(Received
2/10/17)
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long period, and the data
indicates that Nano Particles
will still escape the filtration
system, which if breathed in
can pass through the lungs in
to the blood stream and can
be carcinogenic.

The plant is within close
proximity to housing and
three primary schools.

. The plant offers no value to

the people of Washington or
Sunderland as a whole as its
sole purpose is to provide
cheap electricity to the Nissan
car plant.

The number of vehicle
movements will increase wear
and tear on an already worn
out infrastructure and cause a
significant increase in road
traffic in the area.

Diesel exhaust have been
identified as a major cause of
Asthma, Bronchitis, Eye Nose
and Throat Irritation and over
time can affect Brain, Lung,
Heart disease and Immune
system issues. At a time when
other local authorities are
cutting down on diesel why
are Sunderland looking to
expose its residents to more
of these toxic fumes.

The people of Washington
have endured a
disproportionate level of
industry without any benefit
coming to the town or
surrounding area, and call on
Sunderland council to take
responsibility for the health
and well being of its residents.
Sunderland along with other
authorities in the area send its
waste to plants in Teesside
and will import other
authorities waste to feed the
plant, this will lead to more
rubbish strewn along the
roadsides.

SSGA
Burdon
Road Bus-
only Link

https://you.38degrees.org.uk/pe
titions/cancel-the-proposal-to-
make-burdon-road-bus-

only?source=facebook-share-
button&time=1505902797

To: Sunderland Council
Highways Department

Cancel the proposal to make
Burdon Road bus only

Hidden in the depths of the
Sunderland Core Strategy and
Development Plan is a proposal
to make Burdon road between
Doxford Park Way and Tunstall
Village green bus only. The plan
should be scrapped.

Why is this important?

The proposal has negligible
benefit and causes major
inconvenience for Silksworth
Residents going to Doxford and
Doxford residents going to
silksworth and the city centre. It
will have a negative effect on
businesses in Silksworth, Doxford
and the city centre and will add
to the commute time to Doxford
International and Nissan.

38 Degrees

(received by
e-mail from
Clir Christine
Marshall)

Cameron
Marshall

(Doxford
Park and
Tunstall
Residents
Facebook
group)

3/10/17
(Closed)

(Received
by e-mail
3/10/17)

834

(Total 837
now online)

(25 made
comments)
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APPENDIX 23: Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Consultation —
Key issues raised and how issues have been taken into account

General Comments on Draft CSDM
e Persimmon Homes, National Grid welcome the Plan

Consultation
Key Issues

Several residents and Springwell Residents Association commented that the
consultation on the draft CSDP was insufficient. They raised the following key issues

e Too reliant on electronic communication

e Documents were unclear and terminology was misleading

e Leaflets were not distributed to all residents

e Insufficient notice of the events

e Not enough staff at events

e The venues were not appropriate

e Not enough leaflets available at the events

¢ No presentation from officers at the event

e Council Officers were not able to answer the questions raised by residents at
the events.

¢ Insufficient events during the evening.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council has sought to ensure that consultation on the Core Strategy and
Development Plan is as open as possible and have gone beyond the legal
requirement to ensure that the consultation was fair, transparent, proportional,
effective and inclusive. However, consultation must be proportionate in resources to
the scale and impact the Plan has on the community.

At Regulation 18, the Council is legally required to notify statutory consultees and
consultation bodies (those on the Councils Local Plan database) of the subject and
invite them to make representations. Consultation normally last for six weeks,
however there is no legal time limited. The Council is also required to be in
accordance with its Statement of Community Involvement.

The purpose of the consultation of the Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan
(CSDP) was to give people the opportunity to have their say and inform the next
version of the Plan. In order for the Council to accurately record people’s views all
representations must be submitted to the Council in writing. The Council
endeavoured to make this as easy as possible by preparing a consultation form
which was available in print, word version and PDF, setting up a consultation portal
where people could complete a questionnaire or submit their views against each
policy and by encouraging people to write to us whether via post or email. At the
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event, Officers were available to assist people completing their representations. The
Council printed and distributed over 3000 copies of the Form. In addition, the
Council printed over 2000 site leaflets which were handed out at the events. Also, at
the request of Springwell Residents Association, large format versions of the form
were created. Copies of these were available at the events.

Normal practice at this stage would be to undertake a six week consultation, but in
recognition of the importance of this Plan and that it coincided with summer holidays,
the Council extended the consultation by an additional two weeks.

The Council has gone beyond the legal requirements of ‘notifying consultees on the
Local Plan database’ by distributing leaflets to every household in Sunderland to
inform as many people as possible of the consultation. In addition to the leaflet
distribution, the Council sent Letters/Emails to all consultees in the Local Plan
database, Statutory Consultees, Members and MPs.

The Council held 30 events across the city during the consultation period. The
purpose of these events was to inform people of the content on the CSDP and to
give people the opportunity to ask Officers any questions they may have. The drop-in
events were designed to provide all attendees with an opportunity to read the
exhibition boards and to speak to a Planning Officers. In total 1189 people attended
these events. Given the level of turn out, it would not be possible for the Council to
accurately record the conversations at these events and it is clearly preferable that
written representations are sought to ensure respondents put their comments in their
own words.

The consultation and events were widely publicised via distribution of the main
consultation leaflet to every household across the City (by an independent mail
distribution company), plus posters, press release notices and articles, as well as on
the Council’'s website Home and Planning pages, linking to the consultation

portal. Articles about the consultation were published on the national Planning
Resource website on 4 August 2017, and on 7 August 2017, in the Sunderland Echo
newspaper on the Council’s Make it Sunderland and the ITV News websites, with it
also featuring in a television news bulletin on the local BBC Look North (North East
and Cumbria) programme. A related article was also published on the local Sun FM
103.4 radio station website on 11 August 2017, with the Council’'s Head of Planning
& Regeneration lain Fairlamb being interviewed about it on BBC Radio Newcastle on
14 August 2017.

A series of five sub-area based pre-consultation briefing workshop sessions for local
elected Members were also attended by 25 councillors.

All documentation was also made available in printed form at the Councils Libraries
and the Civic Centre. Leaflets and Forms were also available at these venues.

The Council has prepared a Consultation Strategy which sets out how the Council
will undertake consultation at the Regulation 19 stage.
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Evidence
Key Issues raised

As part of the consultation on the Draft Plan, the Council asked consultees for
comments on the evidence base which was published (Appendix x). The following
summarises some of the comments.

e Town End Farm raised concern that the Plan is not based on up to date
evidence as it does not reflect;

o the Government's White paper,

0 up to date employment and housing figures and the current figures rely too
heavily on the LEP update which cannot be scrutinised in detail and is
considered over optimistic, and

0 growth scenarios post Brexit,

o0 the standardised methodology to the OAN

Historic England would like to see more evidence on the Council’'s website.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council has undertaken a comprehensive review of its evidence base following
the Draft Plan consultation to ensure that comments summited have been taken into
consideration. This has included

0 SHLAA update — the SHLAA report was updated to reassess sites, to
assess new sites suggested during the consultation, to review delivery
rates, to review densities and to update to reflect completions data.
The SHLAA 2018 also includes an updated position on the five-year
land supply and the Housing Delivery Test.

0 Green Belt — The Council has prepared an addendum to the Green
Belt Reports. This addendum in includes appraisals of new sites
submitted to the Council and a justification if sites have been removed
from the Housing Supply.

o Green Belt Boundary — Stage 4 of the Green Belt Report was prepared
by consultants to review the proposed Green Belt Boundary and
identify a new Green Belt boundary.

o0 Exceptional Circumstances Paper — This paper sets out the case for
amending the Tyne and Wear Green Belt

o Compliance Paper — This paper justifies how the Council has met its
legal and regulatory requirements when preparing a Development
Plan.

0 Included in the Compliance Paper is a section which demonstrates how
the outcomes of the Health Impact Assessment has been taken into
consideration in the Publication Dratft.

0 Sustainability Assessment incorporating Strategic Environmental
Assessment — A SA and SEA has been undertaken on the Publication
Draft
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Habitat Regulation Assessment — A HRA has been prepared to assess
the impacts of development in the Publication Draft

Gypsies and Travellers Addendum — This paper reflects the outcomes
of the consultation and justifies the Councils approach for meeting
community’s needs.

SHMA Addendum —The SHMA has been reviewed to establish the
Councils OAN and also justifies the needs for accessibility standards
Viability Assessment Addendum — This report has been prepared to
justify the Council approach for Space Standards.

Infrastructure Delivery Plan Update — Updated to reflect the latest
evidence to justify the infrastructure requirements to deliver the Plan
Settlement Break Update — The Settlement Break study has been
updated to reflect comments received and justify the boundaries
proposed by the Council

Green Space Report — The Green Space Report has been updated
from 2012 to reflect the latest circumstances in the City.

Green Infrastructure Strategy — A Green Infrastructure Strategy has
been prepared to justify the policy and approach to green infrastructure
as outlined in the Plan

Transport Assessment update — These Addendums have taken into
consideration the updates to the SHLAA and Publication Draft and
modelled the impacts of the likely highways schemes.

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment — In consultation with the
Environment Agency and Northumbrian Water, the Level 1 SFRA has
been updated and a Level 2 SFRA has been prepared specifically for
the Port of Sunderland

Public Health evidence in relation to the use of the planning system to
control hot food takeaways — This report sets out the justification for the
revised Hot Food Takeaway policy taking into account health
considerations.

Equality Analysis - The Equality Analysis report has been updated to
reflect changes made to the Plan.

Introduction

Key Issues

Persimmon supports the Plan.

Historic England welcomes and congratulated the Council on a very positive

National grid has no comments to make on the Plan.

Landowners/developers welcome the Plan.

A resident was concerned that there is no need to prepare a Local Plan.
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How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In response to the residents comment the Introduction chapter makes it clear that
there is a need to have a Local Plan for the administrative boundary of Sunderland.

How did we prepare this plan?
Key Issues

Residents considered that the Plan was not consulted on in an adequate standard.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council has sought to ensure that consultation on the Draft Plan was open as
possible and went beyond the legal requirements to ensure that the consultation was
fair, transparent, proportional, effective and inclusive. The Consultation was in
accordance with the legal requirements prescribed by the Town and Country
Planning Regulations 2012 and the Council's Statement of Community Involvement.
The comments received have been taken into consideration when preparing the
Regulation 19 consultation.

Sunderland Today

Key Issues

Nexus supports the strategic challenges identified in the draft Plan.

Persimmon Homes supports the Strategic Challenges particularly 1, 11, 12 & 13.

The Marine Management Organisation requests that the strategic objectives section
reflects the potential impacts on coastal locations or areas influenced by the effects
of the tide.

Historic England requests that a reference to Heritage Action Zone is included.

The University requests that the Plan is modified to reflect that although student
numbers have decreased, the University’s aim is to increase student numbers over
the Plan period particularly in growth sections should as Health Science.

Residents support strategic challenges 11 and 12 as it reflects the needs of the city
for housing.

Some residents opposed strategic challenge 3 as they were concerned that
development in the Green Belt is contradictory to this challenge. The also challenged
the need to build additional office development when properties are vacant.

The Tyne and Wear Archaeologist requested that section 3.50 is updated to reflect
the historic assets in Sunderland

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Sunderland Today chapter has been updated and where possible reflects
comments received. However the chapter has been edited and content reduced as
the text has been moved to the Compliance Statement. This is to ensure that the
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Plan does not date quickly and to help readability. The Plan no longer includes
Strategic challenges.

In response to the Tyne and Wear Archaeologist, the chapter includes more
reference to the historic environment.

The Council does not consider it necessary amend the chapter in response to the
University of Sunderland comments as this section seeks to provide a snapshot of
the city at a particular point in time not the future.

In response to Historic England, the supporting text of SP2 has been updated to
include a reference to the Heritage Action Zone.

In response to Nexus comments, Policy SP10 includes reference to improvements to
the Metro and Rail network. This includes extensions and new stations. The Policy
does not safeguard routes as this information was not known by the Council at this
time. The Council will consider safeguarding Metro routes in the Allocations and
Designations Plan if appropriate

Page | 227



Vision and Strategic Priorities
Key issues

A resident considers that the Plan should prioritise the environment rather than
housing development. The Council should also concentrate on improving the image
of Sunderland. A resident was also concerned about health inequality in the city.

Sunderland University, Persimmon Homes, Esh Development and Northumbrian
Water support the spatial vision. Whereas, some residents oppose the vision for
delivering more homes in the City.

Persimmon request that that SP4 is modified to reflect that the Plan should meet not
only housing need but also demand.

Northumbrian Water supports Objective SP9, SP10 and SP14.

Historic England supports the vision and SP5, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 but requests that
the SP18 is modified to better reflect NPPF paragraph 126, for example, by including
the need to sustain and enhance the historic environment.

Sport England supports SP3
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Publication version of the Plan has been modified to reflect the comments. A
Health Impact has informed the Publication version. The vison and strategic
priorities have been updated to reflect comments made.
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Spatial Strategy
Key issues raised
Residents raised the following issues against the spatial strategy;
e Would like the metro zone to be expanded.
e Challenged the economic strategy to promote development in the urban core
rather than Washington.
e Concerned about the loss of Green Belt land.
e Concerned development in Green Belt will have an impact on the road
network.
e The assumption for economic growth is not considered to be realistic.

Barratt David Wilson Homes consider the plan to be unsound as distribution of
housing growth and economic growth is not aligned. They request Washington to be
designated as a “Principle Growth Settlement” and the Spatial Strategy should
allocate Washington Meadow as a Housing Release Site rather than safeguarded
land

Town End Farm Partnership considers this strategy to be too optimistic and not
justified. They also raise concerns that the strategy does not reflect the update to
the IAMP AAP.

The EA suggested it would be worth including some additional text on the viability
work that has concluded that some brownfield SHLAA sites previously considered
developable have since been discounted due to viability.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Policy SP10 includes reference to improvements to the Metro and Rail network. This
includes extensions and new stations.

The number of Housing Growth Areas identified within the Publication version of the
Plan has been reduced from 15 to 11.

The Council has prepared a detailed Transport Assessment which considers the
potential impacts of development on the transport network. Where necessary,
appropriate mitigation has been identified within the Infrastructure Delivery Plan to
address the impacts of the plan. A further two Addendums to the Transport
Assessment have been prepared to update the sites to reflect the latest evidence in
the SHLAA and the Publication version of the Plan.

The Plan has been updated to include strategic policies for each of the spatial areas,
detailing the growth which will be supported.

In response to the concerns raised by Barratt David Wilson Homes, the Plan
allocates a number of Housing Growth Areas within the Washington sub-area.
However the Council did not consider it necessary to allocate the Washington
Meadows site to meet housing needs within this Plan period. Notwithstanding the
above, the site has been identified as safeguarded land through Policy SS3.
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In response to comments expressed by Town End Farm Partnership, the Council
has amended the publication draft to reflect that the IAMP AAP has been adopted.

The Spatial Portrait section of the Plan has been amended to make reference to the
viability challenges in delivering some brownfield land within the city.

Policy SS1 Presumption in favour of Sustainable Development
Key issues raised
Overall this policy was support my residents

Developers including Persimmon, Highways England, Story Homes, Avant Homes,
Peel Investments and Taylor Wimpey supports the policy but request additional text
to reflect the NPPF.

Highways England supports the policy

CPRE are concerned that the policy does not include all of the wording of the NPPF.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The publication version of the Plan has deleted this policy as it repeats the NPPF.
Instead, the Council has included supporting text which refers to the principles of
Sustainable Development. The Plan requires development to be in accordance with
the presumption of Sustainable Development as defined by the NPPF.

Policy SS2 Principles of Sustainable Development
Key Issues raised

Town End Farm Partnership is concerned that the IAMP does not make best use of
land.

Statutory stakeholders including the Highways England and Historic England support
the policy

Developers including Siglion support the prioritisation of brownfield sites.

Developers including Avant, Taylor Wimpey, Hellens, CS Ford and Story Homes
broadly support the policy. Some developers have requested more flexibility to
ensure that the cost of implementing the policy does not make the approach
unviable.

Northumbrian Water supports the policy.

CPRE raised concerns that the policy goes further than the NPPF and is not in
accordance with the NPPF.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Publication draft has deleted this policy as it repeats policies contained
elsewhere in the Plan and the supporting text in chapter 4 has also been amended to
state that the Plan must be read as a whole.
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In response to Town End Farm Partnerships representation, the IAMP AAP has
been adopted and the Publication Draft does not include policies for the
development within the IAMP AAP boundary.

Policy SS3 Spatial Delivery and Growth
Issues raised

Residents raised the following issues:
e Justification for exceptional circumstance to amend the Green Belt.
e The need to prioritise previously developed land.
e Concerned regarding existing infrastructure, particularly the road and ralil
network.
e Not convinced the population will increase and concerns of the impacts of
Brexit.
e Object to development in the greenbelt.
0 Impact on biodiversity
o0 Schools
o Roads
o NHS.
e Brownfield should be prioritised.
e Do not support the distribution of housing across the city.
e Do not support executive homes
e Consider assumption for population growth to be unrealistic.
e Further protection should be given to green spaces.
e Cumulative impact of neighbouring authority’s plans.
e Not justified through evidence base.
e Object to growth.
e Concerned about the ill consideration of cycling.
e Should be using government figure.

The EA suggested that additional text should be included to explain that some
brownfield SHLAA sites previously considered developable have since been
discounted due to viability. Also to ask what is meant by brownfield land typologies
and why those in certain areas of the city aren't viable.

Generally, the developers support the policy, including Story Homes, Esh
Developments, Peel Developments and New Herrington Working Club.

Developers including Story Homes challenge the difference in jobs number in
Experian (5,700) and 10,337 jobs in the plan. Developers also opposed the housing
requirement and requested that the OAN is increased to 880dpa.

Persimmon supports the amendment to the Green Belt and supports the
identification of SSGA.
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Story Homes, Hellens and Taylor Wimpey requested the council suggested an
alternative OAN and recommended that the policy should include a buffer for 10%
additional and 20% under delivery.

David Wilson Homes considers the policy to be unsound as it does not reflect the
impacts of IAMP and the additional land identified. They requested additional
housing land to be identified in Washington and request a buffer in the housing
supply.

Landowners Ford and R Delaney support the policy and the requirement to increase
family homes.

Some developers opposed the protection of open countryside, Settlement Breaks
and Green Belt from development. Avant supports policy but opposed the protection
of settlement breaks. Denis Harley Development recommends further deletions of
Green Belt.

Northumbrian Water supports the policy.

Sunderland Civic Society challenges the ambitions of the plan and consider them to
be unrealistic. CPRE object to the OAN and considers there are no exceptional
circumstances to release Green Belt land.

Durham Council request further clarity on the assumption made on commuting and
migration to surrounding authorities. Newcastle and Gateshead are concerned that
the OAN will have impacts on migration flows.

Alternative sites have been suggested by the development industry. O+H question
why HO22 and HO26 were not progressed as housing release sites. O+H Properties
also consider that Groves should be a strategic allocation and there will be a policy
vacuum.

Northumbrian Water request the further deletion of Green Belt land in Springwell at
Mount Lane.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In response to the EA’s comments, the Sunderland Today section has been updated
to reflect the comments received and explain that a number of sites assessed in the
SHLAA were discounted following the completion of the Viability Assessment.

The housing overall housing requirement within the Plan has been reduced from
13,824 to 13,410 net additional dwellings over the Plan period and the number of
Housing Growth Areas identified within the Publication version of the Plan has been
reduced from 15 to 11.

A number of background evidence reports have been updated to set out revised
evidence for the plan including, the SHMA Addendum, Viability Assessment,
Transport Assessment Addendums, Infrastructure Delivery Plan, Education Plan,
Exceptional Circumstances report and Settlement Break Review update.
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The terminology used in the Plan has been amended to change executive homes to
larger family homes, which is more consistent with the SHMA.

The Council is timetabled to submit its Core Strategy and Development Plan for
examination in late 2018. Under the transitional arrangements set out within the
draft NPPF, the Plan will be examined against the existing NPPF and PPG, therefore
it is not appropriate to use the Government’s proposed standardised methodology.

The jobs growth number within the Plan has been amended to 7,200 which is
consistent with the Experian jobs growth forecast used for the Employment Land
Review and the demographic modelling for the OAN. This includes a significant
amount of jobs growth in IAMP related sectors.

The Council has calculated its objectively assessed housing needs in accordance
with Government guidance contained within the NPPF and PPG. The justification for
revised the OAN figure within the Publication Plan is set out within the SHMA
Addendum 2018.

The council has identified sites to provide a buffer of approximately 10% above its
housing requirement to ensure delivery.

The Settlement Break Review has been updated to justify the proposed Settlement
Breaks within the Plan.

The Council does not support Northumbrian Water’'s proposal for land safeguarding
at Springwell. The Council considers that exceptional circumstances do not exist to
justify deletion of Green Belt land and a Green Belt Boundary Review confirms that
the land should remain in Green Belt.

O&H'’s proposal is not supported as the Green Belt Review Stage 2 demonstrates
site HO22/HO26 as performing strongly against Green Belt purpose, and the Green
Belt Boundary Review recommends retention of the existing Green Belt boundary.

In response to Durham County Council the OAN paper made it clear that a fixed
commuting rate has been assumed. The Council is continuing to develop evidence
to justify changes to migration assumptions.

SS4 Urban Core
Issues raised

Residents were concerned that;
e The Urban Core closes after 5.00pm.
e Is not an attractive environment.
e The Urban Core should focus on housing.
e Prioritised for jobs.
e The Urban Core needs more investment
e That the existing railway station needs public realm improvements
e The Urban Core needs a single large retail development
e The Policy should encourage and facilitate entrepreneurship.
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Sunderland Civic Society is concerned that Holmeside has limited potential.
Sunderland Green Party considers the Urban Core should encourage
entrepreneurship.

Sunderland University supports the policy approach but requests that the policy is
expanded to include reference to need.

ABP Property is — concerned that business has been lost in city Urban Core due to a
lack of suitable sites.

Siglion supports policy but requests a focus on residential developments particularly
at The Vaux and are Concerned about the restrictive approach to Al uses.

M&G Real Estate consider that the Plan should restrict out of centre proposals for
retail development.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Publication draft has been updated in the Homes chapter to reflect the
University of Sunderland comments.

The Vaux Policy refers to the mixed-use allocation including residential development.

The Policy has not been updated to reflect need in response to University of
Sunderland comments, as other policies in the plan incorporate this.

The Policy has not been updated to reflect M&G retails comments as this would be
repetitive of national guidance and guidance in the Policy VC1.

The Allocations and Designations Plan will allocate sites required to deliver this
policy.
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Strategic Allocations
Policy SA1 Vaux
Issues raised

Residents object to additional offices when there are vacant offices in the urban
core.

CPRE supports the policy.

Siglion request the policy enables mix use development in accordance with the
planning application.

Highway England request quantum of development to be included in the policy.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The policy has been updated to include the mix of uses on the Vaux site and set the
guantum of development.

Policy SA2 South Sunderland Growth Area
Issues raised
Residents were concerned that development of SSGA:

e Would increase traffic issues.
e Does not require a health centre
e Does not require a bus only link road

Persimmon supports the policy but are concerned that the viability assessment has
not assessed the highest quality design.

Barratt David Wilson Homes suggests that the policy is amended and only allocates
the number of homes which will be delivered in the plan period.

Bellway request that the Ryhope/Doxford road is included in the plan.

Durham Council would like to continue to work together to understand the impact of
the site on rail network.

Northumbrian Water, Persimmon and Homes England support the policy.
Homes England suggests the removal of SHLAA site 674 from the Green Belt.

The Tyne and Wear Archaeologist requests that additional archaeology work will be
required on site

Siglion supports the sites

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Concerns regarding the introduction of a bus only route will be considered as part of
the SSGA SPD, which proposed the restrictions.
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The supporting text to the policy has been amended to indicate that the Council
expects the scheme to be of high quality design, rather than the highest quality.

The Council has had further discussion with Durham County Council and will
continue to work together to minimise the impacts of the development.

The supporting text has been amended to state how much development is expected
during the Plan period. This is also reflected in the Plans trajectory.

Stage 1 and 2 Green Belt Reviews show that removal of Site 674 from Green Belt
would have a moderate overall adverse impact to Green Belt purpose. The Green
Belt Boundary Review also recommends that the current boundaries are strong and
durable and should remain. Therefore the site is recommended to remain in Green
Belt.

Further archaeological work has been undertaken at sites across the SSGA as
planning applications have been considered and determined.

Policy SA3 Housing Release Sites
Issues raised

The following set concerns were raised for each of the proposed Housing Release
Sites and included:

e Increase in air and noise pollution from the additional traffic that would be
generated and during the construction phases;

e Increase strain on infrastructure including schools and GP surgeries. Itis
claimed that many are already struggling to provide for the existing population
without any future development;

e Increase in traffic would not only increase pollution in the area, as outlined
above, but also add to existing congestion and increase journey times.
Routes to and from sites also need to be appropriate for non-motorised users:

e Loss of habitat for local flora and fauna;

e Loss of green space/play spaces that is used by local people for various
recreational activities

The County Archaeologist has requested further work is carried out at each of the
sites and applicants are advised by the Council to contact the County Archaeologist
to discuss further. CPRE take a neutral stance towards this policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
HRS1 — North of Mount Lane

Hellens support the inclusion of the site in the Plan but consider the site should be
increased.

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:
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e Development should ensure the significance of the designated Bowes
Railway SAM is both sustained and enhanced

e Development would narrow the strategic gap between Springwell and Eighton
Banks in Gateshead

e Increase in traffic and residents would have a detrimental impact on village
character

e The proposed housing mix does not provide for the ageing population and
there is no need for executive homes in the area

e Questions viability

e Further loss of Green Belt when the proposed reservoir is constructed to the
south

e Access to the site is poor

e Impact on sewers that cross the site

e Detrimental impact on adjacent businesses

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The impact to village character affects the south west of the village. Sensitive site
design will retain open views and the impact can be minimised and appropriately
mitigated for.

Family housing is now proposed as opposed to executive housing, as well as a
requirement to provide 15% affordable housing. The Council has prepared a paper
outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why Green Belt land release is
required to meet the city’s housing needs.

The gap to the west of Springwell Village will be narrowed very slightly in relation to
Eighton Banks but not towards the wider Gateshead area.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the City’s housing needs.

A Transport Assessment has been prepared for the site and the findings will have to
be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment will also ensure that
site access is safe and also take into account how it will be accessed not only by
private cars but for people on foot and bicycle as well.

The noise that would be generated during the construction of the site would be
temporary and hours of work can be controlled by condition on the planning
application. Once complete the development is not expected to generate any more
noise than the residential dwellings that already exist.

Primary schools within Springwell Village and Usworth are within catchment
distances. If neither schools have capacity at the time that the site comes forward
and a contribution is required from the developer for further provision then this will be
sought through a Section 106 agreement. Access to doctors surgeries is an ongoing
national problem and further advice from NHS will be sought.
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A Phase 1 Habitat Survey has been prepared to determine the species that are
present and it is considered that suitable mitigation can be put in place. Site will be
required to retain trees and hedgerows.

The area in question is within private ownership. Land around Springwell Village is
not used as a formal or informal play area, therefore has not been included in the
city’s Green space Audit which states that Springwell has above average green
space in terms of both quality and quantity.

The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement has been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.

The developer has proposed that the area of the site is increased to provide more
dwellings on the site. However, the Council considers that the additional land put
forward has a detrimental impact on the landscape and setting of the village. Itis
noted that any significant additional development in this area poses a further burden
on local infrastructure, such as the existing network of narrow roads and the limits to
local primary school capacity. As such, the extended area for development is not
proposed.

Concerns were raised over the impact that the additional houses would have on
businesses, however the Council consider that it could potentially be beneficial to
many, as their customer base will increase. The impact to Thompson’s operations is
noted and has been considered in detail- Site HGAL is much smaller in size than that
submitted by the developer and as such the impact on housing from Thompson’s is
considered to be no worse than with existing properties in the village.

Site options have not been supported that would significantly impact on the SAM.
The site is distanced from the railway and has negligible effect on the open setting to
the railway alignment.

HRS2 — Peareth Hall Farm and Gospel Hall Trust

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e Peareth Hall is mislabelled as Usworth Hall in the plan, SA and SLR.
Constraints fail to mention their significance, only requiring development to
respect their setting

e Access to the site is difficult from Peareth Hall Road

e Development would narrow the strategic gap between Springwell and
Washington

e Anincrease in traffic and number of residents would have a detrimental
impact on village character

e The proposed housing mix does not provide for an ageing population and
there is no need for executive homes

e Questions viability
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¢ Increased noise
e Impact on sewers that cross the site

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
The site has been removed as a proposed allocation.
HRS3 — Land at Stoney Lane

Story Homes support the allocation of this site. However they consider the boundary
and capacity of the site should be increased. They also consider that the Council
should safeguard other areas across the city. They expect the site could deliver 140
units. The Developers consider that this development would widen housing choice,
improve vitality of schools and services and provide new open space.

There was some support for the development of the site however the following
comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are specific to the
site:

e Development would narrow the strategic gap between Springwell and
Washington

e The increase in traffic and number of residents will have a detrimental impact
on the village character

e The proposed housing mix does not provide for an ageing population and
there is no need for executive homes

e Questions viability

e Access to the site is dangerous

e The site floods and sewers run across it

e Increased noise

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The impact to village character affects the east of the village. Development is limited
to the ‘bowl’ adjacent to Peareth Hall Road which limits impact to an extent, though
some impact is unavoidable. By contrast, the omitted land along Stoney Lane is at
grade and is considered to have a significant impact with existing properties.
Sensitive site design will retain open views and the impact can be minimised and
appropriately mitigated for.

Family housing is now proposed as opposed to executive housing, as well as a
requirement to provide 15% affordable housing. The Council has prepared a paper
outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why Green Belt land release is
required to meet the City’s housing needs.

The gap to the east of Springwell Village is already compromised at Peareth Hall
Road, so the corridor is viewed as incomplete. A tree buffer alongside the A194(M)
will be retained.
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The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the city’s housing needs.

The site would need to consider flood risk in light of CSDP policy, and it is
considered that surface water flood risk can be mitigated for. A number of public
sewers cross the site and would need to be considered appropriately within the
scheme design.

A Transport Assessment has been prepared for the site and the findings will have to
be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment will also ensure that
site access is safe and also take into account how it will be accessed not only by
private cars but for people on foot and bicycle as well.

The noise that would be generated during the construction of the site would be
temporary and hours of work can be controlled by condition on the planning
application. Once complete the development is not expected to generate any more
noise than the residential dwellings that already exist. Concerns were also raised
over the noise that is generated by the A194(M) however appropriate mitigation can
be put in place.

Primary schools within Springwell Village and Usworth are within catchment
distances. If neither schools have capacity at the time that the site comes forward
and a contribution is required from the developer for further provision then this will be
sought through a Section 106 agreement. Access to doctors surgeries is an ongoing
national problem and further advice from NHS will be sought.

The area in question is within private ownership. Land around Springwell Village is
not used as a formal or informal play area, therefore has not been included in the
city’s Green space Audit which states that Springwell has above average green
space in terms of both quality and quantity.

The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement has been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.

The developer has proposed that the area of the site is increased to provide more
dwellings on the sites. However, the Council considers that the additional land put
forward has a detrimental impact on the landscape and setting of the village. Itis
noted that any significant additional development in this area poses a further burden
on local infrastructure, such as the existing network of narrow roads and the limits to
local primary school capacity. As such, the extended area for development is not
proposed.

Concerns were raised over the impact that the additional houses would have on
businesses, however the Council consider that it could potentially be beneficial to
many, as their customer base will increase.

HRS4 — George Washington Golf Course
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Barratt Homes are supportive of the site being included in the Plan but would like to
see it extend to increase the capacity.

The following comments were made by the local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e Development would narrow the strategic gap between Springwell and
Washington

e The increase in traffic and number of residents will have a detrimental impact
on the village character

e The proposed housing mix does not provide for an ageing population

e Questions viability

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The impact to the village character of High Usworth would be marginal, especially
given how well the site is already screened.

Family housing is how proposed as opposed to executive housing, as well as a
requirement to provide 15% affordable housing. The Council has prepared a paper
outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why Green Belt land release is
required to meet the city’s housing needs.

The gap between Washington and Gateshead is not impacted upon from this site.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the city’s housing needs.

A Transport Assessment has been prepared for the site and the findings will have to
be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment will also ensure that
site access is safe and also take into account how it will be accessed not only by
private cars but for people on foot and bicycle as well.

The noise that would be generated during the construction of the site would be
temporary and hours of work can be controlled by condition on the planning
application. Once complete the development is not expected to generate any more
noise than the residential dwellings that already exist. Concerns were also raised
over the noise that is generated by the A194(M) however appropriate mitigation can
be put in place.

Primary schools within Springwell Village and Usworth are within catchment
distances. If neither schools have capacity at the time that the site comes forward
and a contribution is required from the developer for further provision then this will be
sought through a Section 106 agreement. Access to doctors surgeries is an ongoing
national problem and further advice from NHS will be sought.

The area in question is within private ownership. The greenspace at the pitch & putt
course is shown on the Greenspace Audit but will not have an impact on the main
golf course.
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The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement has been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.

Concerns were raised over the impact that the additional houses would have on
businesses, however the Council consider that it could potentially be beneficial to
many, as their customer base will increase.

HRS5 — West of Waterloo Road, Usworth

Story Homes support the allocation of the site however they would like the Council to
consider a larger area of land.

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e Should be reference made to the need to sustain and enhance the
significance of the Grade Il Usworth Hall

e Development would narrow the strategic gap between Washington and
Gateshead

e The site has drainage issues

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

A Phase 1 Habitat Survey has been prepared to determine the species that are
present and it is considered that suitable mitigation can be put in place. Scheme
design will need to ensure that impact to the wildlife corridor to the north is
minimised.

The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement have been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.

A Transport Assessment has also been prepared for the site and the findings of this
will have to be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment will also
ensure that the access to the site is safe and also takes into account how it will be
accessed not only by private cars but for people on foot and bicycle as well.

Further work demonstrates that appropriate mitigation can be carried out to the
natural swale that exists to the north west of the site. The developer has avoided the
area that is affected by Flood Zone 2 and 3 to the south east of the site and is
proposing an easement with regards to the public sewer that affects the site.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the City’s housing needs.

HRS6 - James Steel Park, Fatfield

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e Development would cut off access to the river from woodland
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e Potential impact on the adjacent designations

e Loss of playing pitches

e The site has flooding issues

e Development would leave two tongues of Green Belt without any real
meaning

e Detrimental impact of the River Wear green infrastructure corridor

e There is a legal covenant restricting development of the site

e Pressure would be put on neighbouring sites to be developed

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Fatfield area has a very high proportion of greenspace (almost 3 times the city
average), which equates to 41ha surplus according to the 2012 Greenspace Audit.
The space in question also includes a number of car parking spaces which are used
infrequently. Sensitive design will allow the trees on the site to be retained and
enable access to the riverside and towards Princess Anne Park. The environmental
impacts and loss of open space has been taken into consideration when identifying
housing release sites.

A Green Belt Boundary Review has been prepared and the Green Belt boundary is
recommended to follow the River Wear to the Chartershaugh Bridge.

If local primary school do not have capacity at the time that the site comes forward
and a contribution is required from the developer for further provision then this will be
sought through a Section 106 agreement. There is scope in the locality to bring a
former school back into school use. Access to doctors surgeries is an ongoing
national problem and further advice from NHS will be sought.

A Transport Assessment has been prepared for the site and the findings of this will
have to be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment also ensures
that the access to the site is safe and also takes into account how it will be accessed
not only by private cars but for people on foot and bicycle as well. The report will
also consider the potential impact of noise and vibration from the A182.

The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement have been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.

With regards to flooding the development will be set back from the river and will not
be effected by Flood Zones 2 and 3. The site design will also fully address flood
mitigation needs and adhere to CSDP policies.

A Phase 1 Habitat Survey has been prepared to determine the species that are
present and it is considered that suitable mitigation can be put in place. As
mentioned above the woodland would remain in place and the overall impact on the
Green Infrastructure is not considered to be high given the scale of green space
existing in the area.
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Some local residents questioned whether the site can actually be built on as they
believed that there was a covenant in place that meant that the land could not be
built on. This has been investigated and development of the land can go ahead.

The site would not be brought forward for 100% executive housing, and would seek
larger family homes as well as a requirement to provide 15% affordable housing.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the City’s housing needs.

HRS7 - Southern Playing Fields, Rickleton

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e There is no mention of the site being directly adjacent to Grade Il Lambton
Castle Registered Park and Garden

e Loss of playing pitches

e Development would change character of the area

e Lack of public transport to and from the area

e Impact on adjacent designations

e Development would allow pollutants to enter the local water source as an
underground watercourse crosses the site

e Site is a former landfill site and former pit heads

e Concern over lack of affordable housing on the site

e There is a legal covenant restricting the development of the site

e Increased traffic

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Rickleton/Harraton area has a very high proportion of greenspace (50% above
the city average), which equates to over 15ha of surplus according to the 2012
Greenspace Audit. The 2018 Playing Pitch Plan states that the long term future of
the site is to be considered in the context of Parklife local Hub provision at the
Northern Area Playing Fields. The site is in use at present, but as part of the Parklife
Hub provision is due to cease in 2019. If at that stage, the revised Playing Pitch

Plan does identify the site as surplus to need, then CSDP Policy E9 would allow for a
contribution to be made to enhance nearby Rickleton Park to help compensate for
the area loss.

If the local primary school does not have capacity at the time that the site comes
forward and a contribution is required from the developer for further provision then
this will be sought through a Section 106 agreement. There is scope in the locality to
bring a former school back into school use. Access to doctors surgeries is an
ongoing national problem and further advice from NHS will be sought.

A Transport Assessment has been prepared for the site and the findings of this will
have to be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment also ensures
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that the access to the site is safe and also takes into account how it will be accessed
not only by private cars but for people on foot, bicycle and public transport as well. It
is noted that the site is between 400-800m from Rickleton village centre, which is
served by a regular bus link.

The site is affected by surface water flooding and the initial scheme design has
considered how this can be treated through the use of greenspace and SUDS. The
final site design will fully address flood mitigation needs and adhere to CSDP policy.

The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement have been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.
Further investigations have been undertaken and have considered the historic
mining and landfill on the site.

The site would not be brought forward for 100% executive housing, and would seek
larger family homes as well as a requirement to provide 15% affordable housing.

Further investigation has taken place regarding the covenant on the site and the
situation has been clarified and the site is available for development.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the city’s housing needs.

HRS8 — Glebe House Farm

Concern was raised by nearby businesses over the use of the site for housing and
that it is not an appropriate use for the site given their operations in close proximity.
The adjacent businesses are looking to increase their operations which would
increase the number of HGVs in the area.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
This site has now been removed as a proposed allocation.
HRS9 — Land to the north and west of Ferryboat Lane, North Hylton

There is some support for the development of the site although the following
comments have been received from local residents and stakeholders:

e Potentially impact on the Grade Il listed Shipwrights Public House should be
recognised and significance understood

e Loss of agricultural land

e Impact on panoramic views

e No services in close proximity

e Natural springs and watercourses within the site

e Site would be on the receiving end of noise and air pollution from the A19 and
A1231

e Development would cause flooding to existing homes

e Site was considered unsuitable for development in earlier stages of the Green
Belt Review and is not suitable for development

Page | 245



e Access to the site is difficult especially for larger vehicles
e Questioned whether the required buffer zones can be accommodated

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The land is classed as Grade 3b agricultural land which is defined as being of
moderate quality. Therefore using this land would not be contrary to the NPPF.

The land is in private ownership. A public footpath runs across the site which will
have to be considered as the site comes forward. However, other cycle and walking
routes associated with the River Wear corridor lie to the south of the site and are not
affected.

The Green Belt Boundary Review recommends that the land that was originally
identified as unsuitable for development is retained in Green Belt and therefore the
site has been reduced accordingly.

The site has been assessed as part of the Sustainability Appraisal which states that
impacts can be mitigated against and that development will be limited by the
buffering constraints.

A Transport Assessment has also been prepared for the site and the findings of this
will have to be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment also
ensures that the access to the site is safe and also takes into account how it will be
accessed not only by private cars but for people on foot, bicycle and public transport
as well.

A Phase 1 Habitat Survey has been prepared to determine the species that are
present and it is considered that suitable mitigation can be put in place.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the City’s housing needs.

The site is affected by surface water flooding and the initial scheme design has
considered how this can be treated through the use of greenspace and SUDS. The
final site design will fully address flood mitigation needs and adhere to CSDP policy.

The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement have been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.

HRS10 — Land at Newcastle Road, Fulwell

The following comments were made by local resident and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e There is no mention of the adjacent/nearby WW1 acoustic mirror, Grade II*
Fulwell Mill and Grade Il Lime Kilns at Fulwell Quarry. Their significance
should be understood to be compliant with NPPF

e Loss of playing pitches

e Site is visible from the surrounding area
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e Former landfill site
e The driving range is referred to as a golf course and needs to be amended.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The playing fields have not been used for at least 3 years. The Greenspace Report
indicates that the area is shown to have amenity greenspace levels above the city
average. The loss of greenspace within the neighbourhood can be offset by the
enhancement to the wider Fulwell Quarry area, which is proposed for upgrading into
a country Park.

The County Archaeologist requested that archaeological work was carried out on the
site and an Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement have been prepared. The
recommendations of which will be brought forward as part of the development.
Sensitive design will ensure that there is zero effect to nearby designated assets.
There is potential to enhance the setting of the Acoustic Mirror from the
development.

A Transport Assessment has also been prepared for the site and the findings of this
will have to be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment also
ensures that the access to the site is safe and also takes into account how it will be
accessed not only by private cars but for people on foot, bicycle and public transport
as well.

A number of studies have been carried out on the site including a Phase 1 Habitat
Survey, visual impact assessment, ground investigations. The findings and
recommendations of these studies will be implemented as the site comes forward.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the city’s housing needs.

HRS11 — West Park

The following comments have been made by local residents and stakeholders and
are specific to the site:

e The site has flooding issues which could potentially be made worse

e Loss of historic assets

e Land was gifted to the City and there is a covenant on the land preventing it
from being developed

e There are parking problems in the area

e Impact on health and wellbeing

e City has a falling population

e Houses for sale in the area are not selling

e Concerns over drainage and sewage capacity

e Concern over the number of houses proposed

e Park should be protected as a Village Green

e Site is lowland park land which should be protected under EU Directive
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e Executive homes are not needed, more social housing is needed

e Listed structures on the site

e Contrary to PPS1/NPPF and there are no exceptional circumstances
e Loss of important Waxcap Grasslands and other tree species

e Public Rights of Way cross the site

e Building should be focussed in the City Centre

e Development would create urban sprawl

e Loss of trees

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
This site has now been removed as a proposed allocation.
HRS12 — Land adjacent to Herrington County Park

The Developer Taylor Wimpey supports the inclusion of the site and suggests the
site could be increased to accommodate more homes then identified in the Plan.

Comments have also been received from Historic England welcoming the
recognition of maximising views of Penshaw Monument but the development should
not be to the detriment of the asset’s setting.

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e Lack of public transport to and from the site

¢ No local facilities nearby

e Detrimental impact on semi — rural identity of the area
e No need for executive homes

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The main concern raised regarding this site was the impact that the development
would have on the character of the area and the loss of open space. However as
the land is privately owned there would be no loss of amenity green space as it is not
used by the public and sensitive design can enable the site to blend with the local
landscape and enable suitable buffers to Herrington Burn and Herrington Country
Park.

A Transport Assessment has also been prepared for the site and the findings of this
will have to be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment also
ensures that the access to the site is safe and also takes into account how it will be
accessed not only by private cars but for people on foot, bicycle and public transport
as well.

The main service impact foreseen is in relation to school capacity. A contribution will
be required from the developer which will be sought through a Section 106

agreement. There is scope in the locality to create a new school. Access to doctors
surgeries is an ongoing national problem and further advice from NHS will be sought.

Page | 248



A number of studies have been carried out on the site including a Phase 1 Habitat
Survey, visual impact assessment, ground investigations. The findings and
recommendations of these studies will be implemented as the site comes forward.

Family housing is now proposed as opposed to executive housing, as well as a
requirement to provide 15% affordable housing. The Council has prepared a paper
outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why Green Belt land release is
required to meet the City’s housing needs.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the City’s housing needs.

HRS13 — New Herrington Working Men’s Club

New Herrington Workmen’s Club and Institue support the inclusion of the sites in this
policy.

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e Loss of parkland
e Should build on brownfield land rather than greenfield sites
e There are ownership issues on the site

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

A Transport Assessment has been prepared for the site and the findings of this will
have to be implemented as the site comes forward. This assessment also ensures
that the access to the site is safe and also takes into account how it will be accessed
not only by private cars but for people on foot, bicycle and public transport as well.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the city’s housing needs.

Many people were concerned regarding the loss of open space. However as the
land is privately owned there would be no loss of amenity green space as it is not
used by the public.

A Phase 1 Habitat Survey has been prepared that will consider the impact on wildlife
and it is considered that suitable mitigation can be put in place. There are numerous
trees on the site which are protected by Tree Presevation Orders therefore the site
will be carefully designed to preserve them unless individually they are considered to
be dead, dangerous or dying at the time of development.

HRS14 — Land at Offerton

The Developer support the inclusion of the site in the Plan but suggests and
alternative boundary and an additional site in the village.

The following comments were made by the local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:
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e Development will effect the sewers

e The site will suffer from noise pollution from the A19 and the farm as well as
dust

e Access to the site is poor

e Design of the new dwellings needs to take the existing dwellings into account

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The site has now been removed as a proposed allocation.
HRS15 — Land to the south of Philadelphia Complex
Persimmons support the inclusion of Philadephia

The following comments were made by local residents and stakeholders and are
specific to the site:

e Too much development in the Coalfield recently

e Detrimental impact on neighbouring properties at Graswell

e Extends the site southwards towards Newbottle

e The area is run down and would benefit from regeneration

e This site was considered by Government “not to develop” so what has
changed

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

One of the main concerns regarding the development of this site is the scale of
development that has already taken place in the Coalfields and the impact that it has
had on the local area and services. The main service impact foreseen is in relation
to school capacity. A contribution will be required from the developer which will be
sought through a Section 106 agreement. There is scope in the locality to create a
new school. Access to doctors surgeries is an ongoing national problem and further
advice from NHS will be sought.

A number of studies have been carried out including a Phase 1 Habitat Survey,
Archaeology Study and Heritage Statement, Transport Assessment and Noise
survey relating to this site and also the wider redevelopment of the Philadelphia
Complex, and it is anticipated that the issues raised can be mitigated against. In
particular sensitive design is needed to minimise impact to neighbouring properties
and to blend with the remainder of the Philadelphia Complex development, including
the listed buildings.

The Council has prepared a paper outlining the exceptional circumstances as to why
Green Belt land release is required to meet the city’s housing needs.

With regards to the loss of green space the land is privately owned therefore there
will be no impact on green space provision in the area and the impact to open
countryside is considered to be limited, with little impact to Newbottle Village to the
south or to the woodland and Magnesium Limestone Escarpment to the east.
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Policy SA4 Safeguarded Land
Issues raised

Homes England support the approach to safeguarded land
Highways England supports the policy

South Tyneside Council oppose the policy as it would have significant impacts on the
wildlife corridor.

Persimmon and Barratt David Wilson Homes oppose the policy and consider the
land should be allocated in the Plan.

Other developers have suggested alternative sites to be safeguarded.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Publication Draft Plan continues to support safeguarded land, and has identified
two sites, one to the east of Washington and the other to the south east of Springwell
Village.
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Health and Wellbeing and social infrastructure

Policy HWS1
Issues raised

Resident requests the plan be aligned to changes to the NPPF.

Sunderland Clinical Commissioning (SCC) group requested reference to larger
facilities.

Education and skills Agency requests the plan consider the education requirements
and funding opportunities.

Developers including Persimmon, Taylor Wimpey, Hellens, New Herrington Working
man’s Club and Esh Developments consider the requirement for HIA to be
unjustified and onerous.

Kentucky Fried Chicken opposes the policy requirement to limit hot food takeaways,
as hot food takeaways can also sell healthy food. KFC suggest that hot food
takeaways policy should be based on protection of vitality and viability.

Sports England broadly supports the policy.
Siglion request a flexible approach to open space.

Residents questioned if hot food takeaways would have the biggest impact on
health.

Historic England supports the policy.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
In response to the SCC, the plan makes reference to larger health facilities.

The education plan and IDP has been updated to include more detail on where
provision for schools would be needed.

In response to developers concerns, the plan includes the need to undertake an HIA
on sites of 100 dwellings or more or if the development requires and EIA. To reduce
the burden to developers, the council has updated the supporting text to ensure that

the HIA is proportionate to the scale of the development and can be included in other
assessments such as a Design and Access Statement.

In response to KFC'’s response, the council acknowledge that hot food takeaways
are just one of the contributory factors to obesity levels within the city and the plan
contains a range of policies which seek to promote healthy communities. Public
Health evidence prepared in support of the Plan shows that Sunderland is already
well served by hot food takeaways. Following the recommendations of the Health
Impact Assessment, Policy VC4 has been amended to set out the council's approach
to limiting hot food takeaways on health grounds.

Health and wellbeing is a common thread across all aspects of the plan. The
council undertook a Health Impact Assessment (HIA) as part of the draft Core
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Strategy and Development Plan. Amendments have been made to reflect the
recommendations of the HIA, where possible.

Policy HWS2
Issues raised
Theatre Trust supports the policy.

South Tyneside Council requested further work to consider growth agenda on
hospitals.

Sport England were concerned that policy does not protect sport facilities.

Herrington Working Men’s Club and Institute and Esh requested the policy is
changed to reflect the NPPF.

Developers including Taylor Wimpey and Hellens requested that the requirement for
developers to contribute/make provision towards community facilities is onerous.

Historic England supports the policy.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
Council has held discussions with local hospitals and updated the IDP accordingly.

The plan has been updated to ensure that Greenspaces which includes sport
facilities are protected.

In response to the developers comments, Policy VC5 has been updated and no
longer includes requirements

Policy HWS3

Issues raised

Siglion supports the policy.

Theatre Trust supports the policy and requested the inclusion of temporary uses.
Historic England supports the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

To reflect the Theatre Trusts comments, Policy VC6 has been amended to support
temporary use of redundant buildings by creative, cultural and community
organisations.
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Homes

Policy H1 Sustainable neighbourhoods
Residents raised the following concerns regarding Policy H1,

Brownfield development should be prioritised.

The Council should consider Gentoo site in advance of Brownfield Land.
The Council should await the new population projections.

There are no exceptional circumstances to amend the Green Belt Boundary.
Empty properties should be bought back into use.

Developers/landowners including Story Homes and Persimmon Homes broadly
supported the policy and the Plans strategy for delivering housing. Some developers
including Story Homes questioned the inconsistency in the Plan and the Experian
jobs forecasts and sought additional explanation. Developers also suggested an
alternative OAN of 880per annum.

Developers suggested the policy should be amended to stated that the housing
requirement would be a minimum.

Stakeholders including University of Sunderland supported the policy.

Statutory bodies including Highways England and Historic England supported the
policy. Historic England supported the strategy to bring empty properties in the City
back into use. Highways England requested that the policy was amended to include
reference to developments being of a higher density if they were in close proximity to
sustainable transport hubs.

Alternative sites were also suggested by Developers including ABP Property who
suggested Dixon Square.

A resident suggested the Council consider Southwick Primary School.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In response to the submission received the Publication Draft Policy H1 has been
removed from the Plan, as it is repetition of other policies in the Plan. The Council
has addressed the issues raised in the Plan by;

The Council has considered through the SHLAA the sites suggested through the
Consultation including Dixon Square and Southwick School and have included them
in the housing supply.

Updating Policy SP8 to include the updated annual housing requirement target and
state that this is a minimum target. The Plan should be read as a whole and
therefore the Council does not feel it necessary to repeat this text in other policies.

Amending Policy SP1 to reflect that development should be of a higher density in
locations with sustainable transport links.
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To reflect Highways England comments Policy H1 indicates that proposals should be
developed at a density which is appropriate for its location. Policy SP1 has been
amended to indicate that higher densities close to transport hubs will be encouraged.

The Council has calculated its objectively assessed housing needs in accordance
with Government guidance contained within the NPPF and PPG. The justification for
revised the OAN figure within the Publication Plan is set out within the SHMA
Addendum 2018.

Policy H2 Housing Delivery
Issues raised

Residents raised the following concerns regarding Policy H2:

e Empty properties should be brought back into use

e The Council should wait for the governments standardised methodology
before setting a housing target.

e Itis not justified to project an increase in population for Sunderland when
historically the City has experienced population decline

e There is no demand for housing especially larger family homes/executive
homes

Some developers including Taylor Wimpey questioned the inconsistency in the Plan
and the Experian jobs forecasts and sought additional explanation. Developers also
suggested an alternative OAN of 880per annum.

Developers including Siglion requested that the policy was updated to be a minimum
target.

David Wilson Home objected to the Policy H2 on the ground that the trajectory us
staged and lower at the start of the Plan period. They requested that additional
supply is identified and suggest Washington Meadows could accommodate that
supply.

Persimmon Homes support the Policy but consider the OAN should be higher. They

support the SENS A scenario but consider that Sunderland should include a greater
uplift for Market signals.

Avant homes broadly supported the policy but were concerned that the Council
would not be able to maintain a five year rolling housing land supply.

Developers suggested alternative sites including land west of Houghton Road

Sunderland Civic Trust was concerned about the housing targets in the Plan being
unrealistic, challenged the assumptions for economic growth including the
assumptions of people leaving the city. The Trust considered it more appropriate to
be in accordance with the Governments standardised methodology.

Highways England advised that mitigation works would be required on the SRN to
support growth.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
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In response to the submission received the Publication Draft and Policy H2 has been
updated to address the issues raised including;

Updating Policy SP8 to include the updated annual housing requirement target and
state that this is a minimum target. The Plan should be read as a whole and
therefore the Council does not feel it necessary to repeat this text in other policies.

The housing overall housing requirement within the Plan has been reduced from
13,824 to 13,410 net additional dwellings over the Plan period and the number of
Housing Growth Areas identified within the Publication version of the Plan has been
reduced from 15 to 11.

The Council has calculated its objectively assessed housing needs in accordance
with Government guidance contained within the NPPF and PPG. The justification for
revised the OAN figure within the Publication Plan is set out within the SHMA
Addendum 2018.

The jobs growth number within the Plan has been amended to 7,200 which is
consistent with the Experian jobs growth forecast used for the Employment Land
Review and the demographic modelling for the OAN. The job numbers utilised within
the Edge modelling work are derived from the same jobs growth forecast as the jobs
numbers included within the Plan. Edge have utilised the ‘workplace-based
employment’ figures for the modelling work as this is the statistic that is considered
to be most consistent with that derived from POPGROUP output, however, the jobs
figure included within the Plan is a workforce jobs figure.

The Policy does not refer to a requirement for Executive Homes but the Policy has
been updated to require a mix of homes and to meet the needs identified in the most
current SHMA. Policy H1 requires where appropriate and justified should seeks to
provide larger detached dwellings.

Land to the west of Houghton Road has been considered through the SHLAA and
considered as not suitable due to fundamental impact to the Settlement Break and to
significant issues associated with the proximity to Hetton Bogs SSSI/LNR.

Policy H3 Housing Mix
Issues raised
Residents raised the following concerns regarding Policy H3;

e No need for affordable homes
e Concerns over the quality of social stock
e Concern that enough homes have been built.

Developers raised viability concerns if they are expected to deliver affordable homes,
accessible homes and build to lifetime homes and national standards.

Developers concerned over the requirement for building self-build and custom build
homes in regards to size and location.
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Developers request specific policy reference to increasing the supply of executive
homes. Some developers supported the requirement to increase the amount of
larger family homes

Persimmon objects to the reference to Lifetime Homes in the policy. Siglion
requested the reference is moved to supporting text. They also oppose the
requirement for accessibility homes on the grounds that there is no evidence to
justify this approach.

The Planning Bureau requested that the policy is re-written to be more supportive of
older persons accommodation including specialist/purpose built.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In response to the submission received the Publication Draft and Policy H3 has been
updated to address the issues raised:

Policy H1 Housing Mix has been revised to set out more clearly what is ‘required’ of
residential developments in relation to housing mix and what the council ‘seeks
developments to provide’ where appropriate and justified. Accommodation provision
for older people is included within where appropriate and justified.

Policy H1 Housing Mix has now been revised and sets out more clearly the
requirements in relation to self-build and custom house building, stating that,
‘developments should consider the inclusion of self-build and custom house building
plots’.

The reference to Lifetimes homes has been removed altogether from the policy. This
aspect is now covered by the policy requiring 10% of dwellings on developments of
10 dwellings or more to meet Building Regulations (M4)2 Category 2- accessible and
adaptable dwellings. The evidence supporting this requirement is set out within the
supporting reports, which demonstrate need and viability.

The Viability Assessment has been updated to demonstrate that all policy
requirements have been taken into consideration and that sites would be viable.

As the Council does not own any social housing it is has limited powers to improve
existing stock. Gentoo are currently undertaken a programme to ensure all of its
stock achieve the Decent Homes Standard. The Plan encourages through policy that
affordable homes are of the same quality and design as market homes. Policy H5
has been amended however to indicate that the Council will support development
which brings empty properties back into use.

The Policy does not refer to a requirement for Executive Homes but the Policy has
been updated to require a mix of homes and to meet the needs identified in the most
current SHMA. Policy H1 requires where appropriate and justified should seeks to
provide larger detached dwellings.

Policy H4 Affordable Housing
Issues raised
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Residents raised the following concerns regarding Policy H3;

e More affordable homes at Pennywell

Developers were concerned about the reference to pepper-potting affordable homes
throughout a site.

Developers raised viability concerns if they are expected to deliver affordable homes,
accessible homes and build to lifetime homes and national standards.

Developers suggest lowering the affordable housing target to ensure that
Sunderland can deliver homes. Barratt David Wilson Homes considers the Viability
Assessment to be values to be too low and suggest a more flexibility approach to
affordable homes. Gentoo requested a more flexible approach to delivering
affordable homes and recommended that the requirement is not just Section 106.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In response to the submission received the Publication Draft and Policy H4 has been
updated to address the issues raised including;

The Council has considered developer’s concerns regarding the policy requirement
of pepper potting in the Draft Plan. The Publication Draft has been amended to state
clusters. The Council does not want an over concentration of affordable homes on
sites. The Council has amended the policy to ensure that affordable homes are of a
similar design and style as market homes.

The Council has reviewed the need for adopting national housing standards in
Sunderland. The Council has prepared a Study which has considered the need and
the changes trends towards smaller homes in the City. The Council has assessed
the viability of this requirement in the Viability Assessment which concluded that all
typologies would be viable. Therefore, the Plan has been updated to reflect this
evidence.

The Council has prepared additional evidence to demonstrate that Sunderland has a
need for requiring Accessible Homes in Sunderland. This is set out in the Addendum
to the SHMA. The Council assessed the requirement of 10% of homes on sites of 10
or more or on sites of 0.5ha or more being viable to deliver this requirement.

Policy H5 Student accommodation
Issues raised
Residents raised the following concerns regarding Policy H5;

Support the focus of student home in the Urban Core, but concerned there will not
be sufficient students to fill accommodation.

U-Student consider Policy H5 to be out-of-date and not in accordance with the latest
evidence

The University of Sunderland objects to the Policy as it is not in accordance with the
interim guidance as it does not refer to demand.
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Highways England supports this policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council consider that the Policy is based on the latest evidence. With regards
the reference to the SPD within the policy, the Interim Student Accommaodation
Policy was adopted by the Council in July 2015 as an interim measure. This will be
updated upon adoption of the Plan and taken through the formal SPD process.

Policy H6 Travelling Showpeople, Gypsies and Travellers
Issues raised

Residents were particularly concerned that the Plan would allocate a permanent site
for stop-over gypsies.

The Environment Agency supports the policy but requests it is amended to ensure
that where it is not possible to connect to water and sewage infrastructure a foul
drainage assessment would need to be carried out.

Siglion challenged the methodology for selecting the stop-over site. They expressed
concerns that that two of the sites are designated employment sites and therefore
the Council must demonstrate in accordance with Policy E3 how the sites are
surplus to requirement. They consider the most appropriate site to be Hetton Lyons.

Residents raised the following concerns

e The methodology for selecting the sites.

In regards to the three potential sites identified residents expressed the following
comments;

Leechmere

e Impact on surrounding residential population
e Impact on residential amenity

e Proximity to industrial estate

e Businesses will relocate

e Proximity to care home

Hetton

e Proximity to Park

e Loss of cultural facilities

e Durham Bird Club raised concerns that a stop-over site is in a sensitive area
and could have an impact on wetland species.

Hendon

e Impact on residential amenity
e Proximity to industrial estate
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e Impact of existing businesses on gypsy site
e Utilities impact

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

As the city has a small number of encampments each year, the Publication draft of
the plan does not include an allocated site for a stop-over site. Rather than allocate
a formal site, the Council consider that the most appropriate approach to meeting the
accommodation needs of Gypsies and Travellers within the city is to utilise the
Councils ‘acceptance policy’ for unauthorised encampments.

Reference to the requirement for a foul drainage assessment will be set out within
the relevant compliance paper.

Policy H7 Residential conversion and change of use
The Council received no submissions to this policy

Policy H8 Housing in Multiple Occupation
Issues raised

The University of Sunderland broadly supported the policy but asked for further text
to make reference to a potential over supply.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council has updated this Plan to reflect comments from the University, but as
the Plan should be read as a whole these updates have been made in the Student
Accommodation policy.
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Economic Prosperity
Issues raised

Town End Farm Partnership object to the Plan on the grounds that the evidence to
justify IAMP is not sound.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The IAMP AAP provides the policies for the delivery of the IAMP.
Policy EP1 Economic Growth

Issues raised

Residents raised the following points

e No jobs will be created
e |AMP will create additional traffic for Washington
e Support the encouragement of industrial estates

Barratt David Wilson Homes object to the Policy as the inter-relationship between
jobs and homes is not explicit in the Plan. The Developer suggests their site should
be allocated to accommodate the housing impacts of IAMP.

Highways England identified that mitigation measure may be required along the A19
to deliver this policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Based on the Experian forecasts it is expected that during the Plan Period 7,200 new
jobs will be created in Sunderland. The Plan has been updated to reflect this.

In regards to Barratt David Wilson Homes, the IAMP AAP allocates the land for the
IAMP. The jobs growth set out within this Plan and the housing target are aligned
and are based on the same jobs forecast. The OAN paper and SHMA Addendum
(2018) sets out how this takes account of the IAMP growth.

In regards to Highways England comment, the Council has updated the Transport
Modelling Assessment and will continue to work with Highways England to ensure
that the modelling is complete to a satisfactory level. The Council will continue to
work with Highways England to identify appropriate mitigations schemes and update
the Infrastructure Delivery Plan when required.

Policy EP2 Primary Employment Area
Issues raised
Town End Farm Partnership suggest that the IAMP should be included in this policy

Siglion consider the Policy should be more flexible to allow for mixed use
development.

Highways England support this policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
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The Plan has not been updated to include IAMP in the Policy as it will be delivered
through the IAMP AAP which establishes a policy framework for its development.

The ELR has identified the amount of land needed for employment during the Plan
period. The sites proposed to be designated in this policy are required to meet this
need and therefore it is not appropriate to allow residential development on these
sites. The policy is flexible to enable land to come forward for alternative uses, where
exceptional circumstances exist.

Policy EP3 Key Employment Areas
Issues raised

Cowie Estates raised concerns regarding the designation of their land as they
currently have an application for mixed use. The Developer requests the Plan is
more flexible and designates the site for mixed use. Developers also object to the
inclusion of the Hendon Paper Mill and requests the site is not designated. North
East Property Partnership object to the inclusion of KEA3.

Sunderland Civic Society highlighted that the policy does not state what alternative
uses could be. The Society requests that the Plan identifies industrial sites where
retail development would be favoured.

Siglion requests are more flexible approach and to identify these site for mixed use
development.

Persimmon welcomes the policy and its flexibility
Town End Farm Partnership request the IAMP is designated in this policy.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The ELR identifies that the overall qguantum of available employment land within the
city is at the bottom end of the range of identified needs. The Council therefore
considers it necessary for these site to be retained as Key Employment Areas. The
Employment Land Topic Paper has been prepared and provides further details on
the overall supply of employment land within the city. The Council’s evidence base
has been updated significantly, which demonstrates the need to retain the Cowies
and Hendon Paper Mill sites for employment use to ensure an adequate supply of
employment land within the city over the plan period. However, as a Key
Employment site, Policy EG2 will support the development of suitable alternative
uses where if it can be demonstrated that there is no reasonable prospect of the site
being brought forward for employment use (B Use Classes). The Council feels that
this will provide sufficient flexibility should it become clear that the land is no longer
required to meet employment needs in the future.

In regards to the Pennywell site, the wording of the policy has been amended to
provide greater clarity, however it is not considered reasonable to substantially
change the proposed approach set out within the policy.
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In response to the Civic Society and Siglion comments, the Plan has not been
amended as this policy safeguards Key Employment Areas for business and general
industrial uses as it is considered that they are necessary to meet the identified
need. Alternative uses would be assessed on their own merits and the Plan ensures
this flexibility. Any retail development would be required to be in accordance with the
sequential test.

The Plan has not been updated to include IAMP in the Policy as it will be delivered
through the IAMP AAP which establishes a policy framework for its development.

The Plan has been amended to state that alternative uses will be supported where
there are no reasonable prospects of the site coming forward for employment uses
(B use classes).

Policy EP4 Other Employment sites
Issues raised

Persimmon requested that the Plan is amended to ensure that employment land that
has no reasonable prospects of development for employment uses is not
unnecessarily protected.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Plan has been amended to state that alternative uses will be supported where
there are no reasonable prospects of the site coming forward for employment uses.

Policy E5 New Employment Sites
Issues raised

Highways England supports this policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues raised which require further amendments to this policy
Policy EP6 Office

Issues raised

Highways England support the development of offices in the Urban Core, however
resists the potential development of offices out of centre.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council will continue to work with Highways England to model the potential
impacts of this policy on the SRN.

Policy EP7 Trade Counters
Issues raised

Sunderland Civic Society objected to this policy as they consider the threshold to be
too high and the approach create completion for goods sold in centres.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
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The Plan has been amended to reduce the threshold to 500sgm. The Council
recognises that the Policy does allow for the sale of goods in addition to those
manufactured on the premises, it is considered that the restrictions on the scale
would ensure that proposals would not have an impact on the vitality and viability of
centres.

Policy EP8 Designated Centres
Issues raised

Residents raised the following points

e Too many shops boarded up and not enough choice
e Retail space is not needed because of online shopping
e Want to see a strategy which promotes the City Centre

Sunderland Civic Society request that the policy be updated to reflect the spatial
distribution of retail provision across Sunderland.

Historic England welcomes the Policy

Peel investment are not clear why the boundary of Washington Centre has been
extended to include Washington Leisure Centre, sports pitches and amenity
woodland

M&G Real Estate welcomes the policy but consider that the plan should be amended
to state that there is clear need to ensure opportunities for additional development
are maximised (ie. capacity of the existing centre) and so proposals which might
prejudice the strategy and its development should be strongly resisted.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Plan includes policies to protect and enhance the city centre as a sub-regional
retail destination. In regards to the amount of retail space needed, the Retail Needs
Assessment has calculated the needs and taken into consideration likely future
trends.

The Plan has been amended to include an indicative spatial distribution for the retail
floorspace, as set out in Policy SP9.

The Plan has been updated to include a Strategic Policy on the Urban Core.

In regards to Peel Investments comments, the wider town centre boundary is
consistent with that within the previous UDP and the recommendations of the Retail
Needs Assessment. This plan does not contain site specific allocations for retail
uses, therefore those within the UDP will continue to be saved until they are replaced
by new retail allocations through the A&D Plan.

It is considered that the policies within the Plan offer sufficient protection to the
vitality and viability of Washington town centre until allocations are made through the
emerging Allocations and Designations Plan.

Page | 264



Policy EP9 Retail Hierarchy
Issues raised

Historic England welcomes the reference to heritage and culture in the policy.

Sunderland Civic Society raised concerns regarding the inclusion of Monkwearmouth
as a District Centre. The Society would also like the Plan to include a policy on out of
centre retail parks, amusement arcardes and betting shops.

Wearside Liberal Democrats request St Lukes Terrace to be included in the Policy
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The amendments to the position of Monkwearmouth Centre within the hierarchy and
the justification for its revised boundaries are set out within the Retail Needs
Assessment. The retail park is only afforded protection as it would become part of
an extended designated centre; however other retail parks would not.

Policy VC1 has been updated to include a reference to out-of-centre retail parks,
however it is not considered necessary to include a specific policy for amusements
arcades and betting shops.

In response to Wearside Liberal Democrats, the Plan identifies Pallion as a Local
Centre within the retail hierarchy, which includes this St Lukes Terrace.
Policy EP10 Retail Impact Assessment

Issues raised

Sunderland Civic Society consider that it is difficult to determine which centre the
development would have an impact on and therefore which threshold should apply.
Peel Investments also oppose the threshold policy in regards to the impacts on
Washington.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The thresholds set are consistent with the recommendations of the Retail Needs
Assessment. The supporting text provides clarity on which threshold will apply.
Policy EP11 Retail Impact Assessment

Issues raised

Historic England welcomes the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues raised which require further amendments to this policy

Policy EP12 Hot food Takeaways

Issues raised

Resident oppose the over concentration of hot food takeaways in centres
Sunderland Civic Society would like the policy to be updated to limited hot food

takeaways in close proximity to schools
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How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Plan has been updated to include restrictions for hot food takeaways within
400m of an entrance point to a school.
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Environment
Issues raised

Residents are concerned about the impact development will have on the
environment. They are also concerned about the loss of trees. A resident requested
that seascape was included in the policy.

Durham County Council noted that the Plan does not include a policy on Heritage
Coast.

Historic England supports the chapter on the environment

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Plan has been updated to include a policy on the Heritage Coast and make
reference to seascape.

Policy E1 Urban Design

Issues raised

A residents suggest that a colour scheme should be included when undertaking
public realm works.

Developers including Taylor Wimpey, Hellens, New Herrington Workmens Club,
Persimmon and Esh suggest the policy is amended to be not be overly restrictive
and allow flexibility. They also object to the inclusion of national space standards and
consider the Plan to be unviable. They also consider there is no evidence to justify
the need for such a policy.

Siglion and Historic England supports the policy
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council has determined that it would be appropriate to introduce the nationally
described space standards through the Plan. The viability assessment which has
been prepared in support of the plan demonstrates that site viability should not be
adversely affected by the introduction of space standards. More information is set
out within the Council’'s Space Standards report.

Policy E2 Public Realm
Issues raised

A resident suggested that there is nothing in Sunderland to visit

Siglion support the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No changes have been proposed to the policy to address issues raised.
Policy E3 Advertisement/shopfronts

Issues raised

No comments raised
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How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues identified

Policy E4 Historic Environment

Issues raised

Historic England recommend alternative wording to the policy.

The Tyne and Wear Archaeology Officer supports the policy and requests further
reference to archaeology.

Developers such as Hellens and agents acting on behalf of New Herrington
Workingman’s Club suggested alternative wording to be consistent with the NPPF.

A resident has raised concerns regarding the loss or deterioration of specific
buildings within the city.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Historic England’s alternative wording has been accepted and the policy has been
altered.

The Tyne and Wear Archaeology Officer's comment has been addressed within a
new policy relating to Archaeology and the Recording of Heritage Assets.

With one minor exception, the alternative wording put forward by developers and
agents has been agreed and altered in the report.

The resident’s concern regarding specific building loss has been noted and been
raised with the Council’s Historic Environment Team.

Policy E5 Heritage Assets
Issues raised

Historic England require policy bolstering regarding archaeology and the recording of
heritage assets, and also recommend alternative wording to the policy.

A resident would like to see more blue plaques in the city.

Developers including Hellens and Taylor Wimpey suggested alternative wording to
be consistent with the NPPF.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In line with Historic England’s comments, a separate policy now exists (Policy BH9)
relating to Archaeology and the Recording of Heritage Assets (more in line with
NPPF). The policy has been considerably updated and alternative wording has been
accepted where possible and still applicable.

The proposal for more blue plagues in the city has been noted and passed to the
Historic Environment Team.
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In relation to the alternative wording put forward by developers, the policy has been
changed and split into two policies, with some of the comments accepted, and
reference to Heritage Statements has now been moved to the supporting text.

Policy E6 Green Infrastructure
Issues raised

A resident is concerned that the GI network is not precise or clear and therefore it is
difficult to identify the boundaries of the network.

Northumbrian Water support the policy and request a reference to flood risk. CPRE
also support the policy but request a reference to blue spaces and waterways.

The Environment Agency suggests that the wording reflect that watercourses are
wildlife corridors and they should be retained.

Siglion support the Policy. Developers including Taylor Wimpey, Siglion and Hellens
request revisions to the Policy as they consider it to be too prescriptive

Historic England request that reference is include to the contribution historic assets
can make to the Gl network.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Plan has been updated to reflect the outcomes of the Green Infrastructure
Strategy. The Allocations and Designations Plan will designate the GI network.

In response to the Northumbrian Water, Environment Agency and CPRE comments,
the Policy has been updated to include a reference to bluespaces and to flood risk
and watercourse management.

In relation to the developers’ comments, the policy was reviewed and partly
amended to make the approach less prescriptive.

Historic England’s comment has been incorporated into the text as requested.
Policy E7 Biodiversity and Geodiversity
Issues raised

A resident was concerned that the Plan does not show on the Policies Map where
the wildlife corridors are.

CPRE supports the majority of the Policy but does not agree with the reference to
‘where appropriate’.

Natural England supports the policy but suggest alternative wording.
Siglion would like the Policy to be amended and strengthened in relation to HRA.

Persimmon, Taylor Wimpey and Hellens requested the policy be amended in relation
to net gains in biodiversity in accordance with the NPPF.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
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Alternative wording put forward by Natural England has been incorporated into the
policy.

The reference made by CPRE has now been removed from the opening sentence of
the Policy.

In relation to Siglion’s request, the policy has been revised and now refers to any
development that would have an impact on the integrity of European sites having to
be fully assessed, including necessary compensation to be secured.

In response to Persimmon, Hellens and Taylor Wimpey’s comments, recent
Government policy has strengthened and clarified with regards to "net gains" and
only minor changes to the wording are therefore proposed.

Designations for Wildlife and LNRs will not be made until Part 2 of the Local Plan,
the Allocations and Designations Plan, which formally review and designate.

Policy E8 Woodlands/hedgerows and trees
Issues raised

Residents welcome the policy but request the Council adopts the woodland access
standards.

The Woodland Trust also request that the Council adopted the woodland access
standards.

The CPRE has requested further clarity regarding the approach towards ancient
woodland and veteran trees.

Developers including Hellens, Taylor Wimpey and Esh request that the policy is
amended to in accordance with the NPPF.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In relation to the CPRE request, further clarity has now been provided in relation to
ancient woodland and veteran trees.

In relation to The Woodland Trust and resident’s request for woodland access
standards to be adopted, the council already maps access to woodland (Woodland
Trust standards) in the city's Greenspace Audit and Report, and this is supported by
the Greenspace policy. Further clarity is also provided relating to ancient woodland
and veteran trees.

In response to developer’'s comments, the proposed wording alterations to policy and
text have been included in the revised report.

Policy E9 Greenspace
Issues raised

Residents are concerned in regards to the loss of open space. A resident also
requested that the policy was re-worded in regard to SANGS.
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CPRE consider the policy to be confusing in regards to the relationship with Green
Infrastructure.

Although the University of Sunderland support the Policy, they object to criterion 5.
Some developers object to criterion 3 as its not in accordance with the NPPF
whereas other developers object to criterion 4.

Developers including Hellens and Taylor Wimpey have requested policy revision and
raise issues relating viability of contributions.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The plan seeks to protect and enhance greenspace (open space). The policies in
the plan will ensure that greenspaces which of a high value are protected from
development, however the council has taken a flexible approach which will enable
sites of low value to be considered as potential housing sites. The council has an
up-to-date Greenspace Report which justifies which sites are considered to be high
value and retained. The Allocations and Designations Plan will designate these
sites, the SHLAA includes greenspaces which are considered to be surplus to
requirement.

Regarding resident’s concerns regarding the loss of specific open spaces, these
sites are not identified in the Plan and are a matter of individual planning
applications. With regards to the reference to SANGS, the policy and text has been
reconsidered, and SANGS is now included in the Glossary.

In response to developer’'s comments alternative wording has been included and a
further point has been simplified and now relates to major development. Viability
considerations are dealt with in policy ID2.

In light of the CPRE’s concerns, the Green Infrastructure and Greenspace policies
have been reviewed and updated. Further clarity in approach can be gleaned from
the Green Infrastructure Strategy and Greenspace Audit and Report.

Policy E10 Burial space

Issues raised

The policy was supported by Historic England and CPRE.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues raised.

Policy E11 Green Belt

Issues raised

Residents objected to the loss of Green Belt. A resident was also concerned of the
loss of Green Belt at the IAMP and the impact on wildlife.

Esh and New Herrington Working Club requested the policy be amended to be
consistent with the NPPF.
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CPRE support the policy

Other sites for deletion from the Green Belt were promoted through this policy
including site 401.

Town End Farm Partnership supports the deletion of Green Belt north of Nissan.
Siglion would request the Policy makes reference to brownfield land.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The IAMP AAP removed land from the Green Belt to facilitate the delivery of the
IAMP and sets out the policy framework for the site.

The council has identified sites throughout the city to accommodate approximately
90% of housing needs within the existing urban area, however there remains a
shortfall. Prior to considering the Green Belt, the council undertook a Strategic Land
Review and reviewed its employment land, greenspace, Settlement Breaks and
open countryside to identify potential housing sites. Nevertheless, a shortfall
remains and the only remaining sustainable and viable option left is to release parts
of the Green Belt. The 3 stage Green Belt Review (accompanied by a Green Belt
Boundary Review and Exceptional Circumstances Paper) has identified 11 Housing
Growth Areas in the Green Belt which will deliver sufficient sites to provide the city
with a 15 year supply. The sites within Washington and Sunderland North also help
to provide more of a balance of housing options across the city, which otherwise
would be dominated by sites in the Coalfield and South Sunderland.

In response to the developers comments, all alternative wording has been included
in the revised policy, except for proposed reference to "South" Tyneside, which is not
supported because this reference refers to Gateshead as well.

Site 401 was considered at all 3 Green Belt Review stages and it was concluded that
the site should be included as safeguarded land as part of a wider identified site.

The Council does not consider it necessary to include brownfield land in the policy as
this is included in the NPPF.

Policy E12 Settlement Breaks
Issues raised

Residents raised concerns of the loss of Settlement breaks and the merging of
settlement particularly Ryhope and Tunstall.

Developers requested the policy be amended to be in accordance with the NPPF.
Persimmon supported the policy. Avant homes objected to the policy and promoted
a site for removal at Tunstall Hills.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Settlement Breaks have been protected in Sunderland since the 1960’s and follow 3
key purposes: to keep communities physically distinct; to aid urban regeneration,
and to retain green infrastructure corridors. The Settlement Break Review has
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enabled critical analysis to take place and to create a new strong and defensible
Settlement Break boundary that will endure over the plan period. Around 35% of the
existing Settlement Break is to be removed as a result of this review, safeguarding
the remaining land parcels and also including new land parcels to the Settlement
Break area.

No changes proposed in response to the developers comments, as any shortfalls in
a 5-year supply would be subject to a Delivery Test in line with PPG/NPPF and
would not be additionally referenced within this policy.

The site at Tunstall Hills (put forward by Avant Homes) has been assessed through
the SHLAA. The Settlement Break policy has been revisited in line with the results
and conclusions drawn from a 2018 revision to the Settlement Break Review. A
revised Settlement Break boundary is included in the CSDP and land within this will
be protected by the policy. The land in question (SHLAA site 562) is included within
the Settlement Break.

Policy E13 Development in the open countryside
Issues raised

CPRE comment that the policy for developments in open countryside is too relaxed
in prohibiting development.

Developers including Hellens and Taylor Wimpey requested the policy be amended
to be consistent with the NPPF-.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In response to the CPRE comment, the council puts forward that the policy provides
strong protection to the open countryside. The opening to this policy has been
reworded and now states that the open countryside (as identified on the map) will be
protected. The exceptions to this (listed) follow NPPF policy .

Regarding developers comments, the council has considered the comment and do
not consider it necessary to modify this Policy. Any shortfalls in a 5-year supply
would be subject to a Delivery Test in line with PPG/NPPF and would not be
additionally referenced within this policy.

Policy E14 Landscape character
Issues raised
Developers suggested alternative working to be consistent with the NPPF.

Historic England request reference to the Tyne and Wear Historic Landscape
Characterisation Report in the text.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Developers alternative wording has been broadly agreed and included in the revised
policy.
Historic England’s additional text has been included.
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Policy E15 creating and protecting views
Issues raised

CPRE welcomes the policy as does Natural England.
Developers suggest alternative wording to be consistent with the NPPF
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The developers comments are noted, but it is considered that the proposed
additional text is not required as the existing policy wording does not exclude
sympathetic design.

Policy E16 Agricultural Land
Issues raised

Avant, Taylor Wimpey, Esh, Hellens and New Herrington Workmens Club suggested
that the policy wording was revised to be more consistent with the NPPF.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Alternative wording has been broadly agreed and included in the revised policy.
Policy E17 Quality of life and amenity

Issues raised

Developers suggest alternative wording to be consistent with the NPPF.

Siglion consider the policy to be vague, onerous and replicates EIA regulations.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

In response to the developers comments, alternative wording has been broadly
agreed and included in the revised policy.

Policy E18 Noise sensitive development

Issues raised

Developers suggest alternative wording

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Alternative wording has been broadly agreed and included in the revised policy.
Policy E19 Contaminated land

Issues raised

Siglion supports the policy but suggests that it should be aligned with the housing
policies. Developers also suggested alternative wording to be consistent with the
NPPF.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council does not consider it necessary to amended the Policy to reflect
comments raised as the Plan should be read as whole.
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Policy E20 Health and Safety
Issues raised

No issues raised
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues identified
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Climate Change and Water

Policy CM1 Climate change and water

Issues raised

Historic England supports the policy

Developers consider the Policy to be too prescriptive

It was requested that the Plan includes reference to potential impacts in coastal
locations or areas influende by the effects of the tide.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council has deleted this policy as it was considered to be repetitive. The Plan
includes reference to Climate Change in the Spatial Strategy section of the Plan.

Policy WWES has been updated to cover the risk of fluvial and coastal flooding. The
supporting text has been updated to include reference to the North East Inshore and
Offshore Plans.

Policy CM2 Decentralised, renewable and low carbon energy
Issues raised

Historic England supports the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues identified

Policy CM3 Energy from Waste

Issues raised

Historic England supports the policy.

Residents strongly opposed the policy as they considered the Plan allocated a site
for an energy from waste facility at Washington

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Plan does not identify any need or specific locations for an energy from waste
facility. The policy will be used to assess any applications for this type of
development in Sunderland.

Policy CM4 Flood risk and water management
Issues raised

Northumbrian Water support the policy but requests further clarification. EA also
supports the policy

Developers suggested alternative wording.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
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Changes have been made to Policies WWE2 and WWES to incorporate most of the
changes suggested by the developers.

Support noted from Northumbrian Water and Environment Agency. The Plan has
been amended to clarify when a flood risk assessment is necessary.

Policy CM5 Surface water management

Issues raised

Northumbrian Water support the policy

Persimmon suggested the policy should include “where necessary’. Developers
considers the policy is a duplicate of CM4

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Considerable changes have been made to policies CM4 and CM5- these have been
more clearly separate in policies relating to “flood risk and coastal management” and
“water management”. The reference to “development must” is retained because it is
considered that this clearly follows Government policy, including the need to
consider both on-site and off-site impacts. The suggestion in part (3) to include
reducing “run-off rates” is resisted as this is not what is being requested. SUDS
policy is further clarified in the text, including advice on infiltration systems. The
recommended insertion “where justified” has been supported, though “where
needed” has been inserted.

Policy CM6 water quality

Issues raised

Gateshead suggested the Council includes a policy on the River Don
EA support the policy but suggest alternative wording

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council do not consider it necessary to include a policy on the River Don as the
Plan includes numerous policies on waterways, water quality and Gl to protect the
River Don.

The Environment Agency’s comments have been noted and agreed. The policy has
been comprehensively re-worded and based on Environment Agency
recommendations.

Policy CM7 disposal of foul water

Issues raised

Developers suggested alternative wording to address a typing error
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

This policy has now been included within Policy WWES.
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Policy CM8 sustainable design and construction
Issues raised

Northumbrian water recommend that the policy requires an appropriate buffer to be
maintained between sensitive development and existing waste water treatment
works.

Historic England welcomes the approach.
Developers object that development should maximise energy efficiency
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Northumbrian Water's comments have been agreed and the policy has been duly
updated.

Policy BH2 has been amended to indicate that where possible major development
should seek to maximise energy efficiency and integrate the use of renewable and
low carbon energy.
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Transport
Issues raised

Residents objected to the proposed road through Elba Park. Residents requested
more buses in Washington, they also requested that the Metro is extended. A
resident supported the expansion to the cycle network. Other residents were
concerned about the impact development will have on Houghton

Gateshead, Newcastle and South Tyneside request additional modelling is
undertaken to understand the impacts in Neighbouring Authorities.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Central Route in the Coalfield will link the A182 at Biddick Woods via
Sedgeletch and Dubmire South to Rainton Bridge Industrial Estate. It was included
in the adopted 1998 UDP and has outline planning permission. The road will support
housing and employment regeneration and improve connectivity in the Coalfield.
Developer contributions will be sought to fund completion of this road. Careful
design will be required to minimise the impact to Elba Park and severance of walking
and cycle routes.

Policy SP10 supports improvements to the Metro network where these are
deliverable.

The Council has updated the Transport Assessment and will continue to work with
neighbouring authorities to understand the impacts each Local Plan will have on the
Local Road Network.

Policy CC1 Sustainable travel

Issues raised

Developers, Gateshead and Highways England support the policy
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues identified

Policy CC2 Connectivity and transport network

Issues raised

Residents object to the inclusion of the Central Route (from Elba Park) in the Policy.
Residents welcome Metro extensions and would like to see the Plan make reference
to the extension to Seaham. One resident supported the policy.

Residents would like improvement made to the network at Hetton to address the
impacts of development.

Bellway’s suggested an alternative alignment of the Ryhope Doxford Link road to
prevent the serialisation of land.

Durham County Council support the re-opening of the Leamside Line and requests
further discussions to determine the impacts of the SSGA.
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Town End Farm Partnership oppose all infrastructure identified in the IAMP.

Highways England supports the policy but require the Council to undertake further
work to assess the impacts on the SRN.

Developments including Taylor Wimpey suggested that land safeguarded for the
Leamside Line should be a minimum.

Siglion supports Sunderland Strategic Transport Corridor

South Tyneside Council raised concern over the deliverability of South Hylton to
Penshaw alignment.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Central Route in the Coalfield will link the A182 at Biddick Woods via
Sedgeletch and Dubmire South to Rainton Bridge Industrial Estate. It was included
in the adopted 1998 UDP and has outline planning permission. The road will support
housing and employment regeneration and improve connectivity in the Coalfield.
Developer contributions will be sought to fund completion of this road. Careful
design will be required to minimise the impact to Elba Park and severance of walking
and cycle routes.

The Council has prepared a detailed Transport Assessment which considers the
potential impacts of development on the transport network. Where necessary,
appropriate mitigation has been identified within the Infrastructure Delivery Plan to
address the impacts of the plan.

Policy SP10 supports improvements to the Metro network where these are
deliverable.

The Council has updated the Transport Assessment and will continue to work with
neighbouring authorities to understand the impacts each Local Plan will have on the
Local Road Network.

In regards to IAMP, all necessary infrastructure is identified in the adopted IAMP
AAP.

The South Hylton to Penshaw alignment has been included within the IDP as an
aspirational scheme.

The alignment of the Doxford-Ryhope link road shown on the Policies Map is
indicative at this stage and is subject to detailed design.

The alignment of the Leamside line is shown on the Policies Map. No specific buffer
has been identified, however the policy seeks to ensure that any development would
not be incompatible with the rail line coming back into use.

Policy CC3 City centre accessibility and movement
Issues raised

Nexus and Highways England supports the policy
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How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues identified

Policy CC4 Port of Sunderland

Issues raised

Residents and Highways England support the approach to the Port.

South Tyneside Council raised concerns over the Port having an impact on the Port
of Tyne

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Council has held further discussion with South Tyneside in regards to the future
uses of the Port. The Council will continue to work with the South Tyneside Council
on this matter.

Policy CC5 Local road network

Issues raised

Highways England support the policy.

Developers consider the policy to be unreasonable
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Policy ST2 has been amended to indicate that development should have no
unacceptable adverse impacts.

Policy CC6 New development and transport
Issues raised

Developers requested further clarification for point 5 as it is not in accordance with
the NPPF

Highways England support the policy
Nexus request more reference to public transport

Historic England request that some conversion/historic building could not meet
parking standards.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Policy ST3 and the supporting text have been updated to provide further clarity. The
Council consider the revised policy to be justified and consistent with national policy.

Policies SP10 and ST3 include specific reference to improving the public transport
network. Policy ST1 has also been amended to emphasise the need to develop in
sustainable locations in close proximity to transport hubs and encouraging higher
density development close to transport hubs. The council will continue to consult
with Nexus on relevant planning applications, however it is not considered necessary
to include this process within the Plan.
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It is acknowledged that some conversions of historic buildings may not be able to
meet parking standards, but it is not considered necessary to update the policy to
reflect this.

Policy CC7 Digital infrastructure and telecommunications
Issues raised

Virgin Media request that the policy should require developers to consult with digital
and telecommunication providers.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Policy BH6 has been amended to require developers to include access to digital
infrastructure from a range of providers.
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Waste and Minerals

Policy WM1 Waste management

Issues raised

Highways England Support the Policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
No issues identified

Policy WM2 Waste facilities

Issues raised

Highways England and the Environment Agency generally support the policy.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
No issues identified

Policy WM3 Safeguarding waste facilities
Issues raised

Thompsons of Prudhoe would like the policy to safeguard other waste management
sites including Springwell Quatrry.

Durham Council also indicated that the policy should safeguard strategically
important sites for all waste streams, not just local authority collected waste.
Durham Council also indicates that the JBT Waste Transfer site was located in
County Durham.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The policy has been amended to safeguard all waste management sites.
The supporting text was also updated to indicate that the JBT Waste Transfer
Station is in County Durham.

Policy WM4 Open waste facilities

Issues raised

No issues raised.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues identified.

Policy WM5 Mineral Extraction

Issues raised

Highways England generally support the policy, but would support text within the
policy for the transportation of minerals by sustainable transport methods, where
possible.

Historic England support the policy.
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How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The Policy has been amended to require minerals to be transported by sustainable
transport modes where possible.

Policy WM6

Issues raised

Coal Authority and Durham County Council supports the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues raised

Policy WM7 Opencast coal

Issues raised

Coal Authority request policy is amended to reflect latest terminology

Durham County Council suggests alternative wording to be consistent with NPPF.
How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

The policy has been updated to be consistent with Durham County Councils
approach and the NPPF. The policy is now refers to surface coal extraction.

Policy WMS8 Land instability and minerals legacy
Issues raised

Developers and Coal Authority supports the policy.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues raised

Policy WM9 Cumulative impact

Issues raised

Highways England support the policy, but feel that it could be more prescriptive with
regard to the types of environmental effects that should be considered and would
welcome its application to all types of development.

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

This policy has now been deleted and cumulative impacts incorporated into other
policies within the Plan.

Policy WM10 Restoration and aftercare
Issues raised

Coal Authority supports the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

No issues raised.
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Infrastructure and Delivery
Residents are concerned about the impact development will have on the
infrastructure in the city.

Policy ID1 Delivering infrastructure
Issues raised

Developers suggested alternative wording to be in accordance with the NPPF and
CIL regulations. Persimmon support the policy.

Highways England supports the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

Developer's comments have been noted and the policy has been duly amended.
Policy ID2 Planning obligation

Issues raised

Persimmon and Peel request the policy is aligned to the three tests of planning
obligations in the NPPF. Developers have consider there is no justification to pay
monitoring fees.

Highways England support the policy

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account
Policy ID3 Enforcement

Issues raised

None

How Issues Have Been Taken into Account

This policy has now been deleted, as it was not considered necessary.
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APPENDIX 24: Publication Draft Core Strategy and
Development Plan Evidence List

Habitats Regulation Assessment (2018)

Sustainability Appraisal (2018)

Sustainability Appraisal Non-Technical Summary (2018)
Health Impact Note (2018)

Equality Analysis for Core Strategy and Development Plan (2018)
Sunderland Updating the Demographic Evidence (2016)

Core Strategy and Development Plan Compliance Statement
(2018)

Statement of Representation Procedure 2018

Sunderland Local Plan Consultation Statement (2018)

Green Belt Review Stage 1 — Core Strategy Growth Options
Stage (2016)

Green Belt Assessment Stage 1 Updated and Stage 2 (2017)
Stage 3 Green Belt Site Selection Report (2017)

Green Belt Exceptional Circumstances Paper

Green Belt Boundary Paper

Development Frameworks (2018)

Sunderland Strategic Housing Market Assessment Update (2017)
Sunderland Strategic Housing Market Assessment Addendum
(2018)

Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (2018)
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Appendices
(2018)

A Housing Strategy for Sunderland 2017 — 2022 (2017)
Gypsy's and Traveller's Site Assessment Report (2017)

Gypsy and Traveller Needs Assessment (2017)

Gypsy and Traveller Needs Assessment Addendum (2018)
Sunderland Employment Land Review (2016) MAPS

Employment Land Review: Post EU Referendum Forecasting
Analysis

Sunderland Retail Needs Assessment Volume 1 (2016)
Sunderland Retail Needs Assessment Volume 2 (2016)
Sunderland Retail Needs Assessment Volume 3 (2016)
Sunderland Retail Needs Assessment Executive Summary and
Recommendations (2016)

Sunderland Leisure Needs Study (2016)

Sunderland Economic Masterplan

Sunderland Economic Update 2012

Sunderland City Council — Playing Pitch Plan (2018)
Sunderland City Council

Indoor Sports Facilities Assessment Report (2015)

Green Infrastructure Strategy Framework (2018)
Sunderland Greenspace Audit and Report (2018)
Settlement Break Review Addendum (2018)

Sunderland Landscape Character Assessment (2015)

Local Flood Risk Management Strategy (2016)

Sunderland Wind and Solar Landscape Sensitivity Assessment
(2015)

Sunderland City Council Level 1 - Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment (2018)

Sunderland City Council — Level 2 — Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment (2018)

Transport Assessment (2018)

Sunderland Local Plan — Assessment of Transport Impacts —
Addendum Two (April 2018)

Publication Draft Infrastructure Delivery Plan (June 2018)
Draft Sunderland Viability Assessment (2017)

Sunderland Viability Assessment Update (2018) (Title TBC)
Education Report (2018)
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Mineral Safeguarding Areas in Sunderland - MSA Topic Paper
(2017)

Sunderland City Council - Waste Arisings and Capacity
Requirements (2017)

Joint Local Aggregates Assessment (2018)

Maintaining Levels of Minerals Supply Topic Paper (February
2018)

Core Strategy Growth Options Consultation Responses Report
(2017)

Core Strategy Development Plan 2015-2033 Draft Consultation
Responses (2018)

Core Strategy and Development Plan Monitoring Framework
(2018)

Draft Planning Obligations Supplementary Planning Document
(2018)

Local Development Scheme

Statement of Community Involvement

Draft South Sunderland Growth Area SPD

Draft South Sunderland Growth Area SPD - HRA Appropriate
Assessment

South Sunderland Growth Area — Infrastructure Delivery Study
SSGA Ecological Assessment

SSGA Transport Model

SSGA Landscape Character Assessment

Indicative Layout and Capacity Study of Proposed Housing
Release Sites

Sunderland Space Standards Paper (2018)

Public Health - evidence in relation to the use of the planning
system to control hot food takeaways (April 2018)

Sunderland Climate Change Action Plan
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APPENDIX 25: Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development Plan Written
Correspondence

Commercial Development
Planning and Regeneration

@
Su nd erl a nd Civic Centre

Burdon Road

City COUﬂCil Sunderland

Tel (0191) 520 5555
Web www.sunderland.gov.uk

Date: 12 June July 2017
Our ref:
Your ref:

Dear Resident

HAVE YOUR FINAL SAY ON SUNDERLAND’S CORE STRATEGY AND DEVELOPMENT PLAN PUBLICATION DRAFT

| am writing to inform you that from 15 June to 27 July 2018, Sunderland City Council will be consulting on the
Publication Draft of the Sunderland Core Strategy and Development Plan. This is the final stage of consultation
before Sunderland City Council submits the Plan to the Secretary of State for the Ministry of Housing,
Communities and Local Government for examination. This Plan sets out our long-term strategy on
development across the city to 2033. It will ensure that the right type of development is focused in the right
places to meet the needs for local people and businesses.

The Plan is a framework which will ensure that Sunderland can:

e deliver an additional 13,410 homes

e create 7,200 number of jobs

e create sustainable communities and deliver a mix of homes of different sizes and types to meet our
needs

e support a thriving economy through the development of the Urban Core, Centres and employment
sites

e improve sustainable transport

e create healthy communities

e deliver infrastructure such as schools and healthcare to support our future growth

In addition, we are also consulting on an additional planning document, the Draft Planning Obligations
Supplementary Planning Document, which sets out how and when the council will seek planning obligations
from development proposal.

Have your say

This Plan will shape the places where we live, work, and socialise. That is why it is important that you have
your say. This is your last opportunity to tell us what you think of the Plan before it’s submitted. Following this,
an independent Planning Inspector will be appointed to examine the Plan, to assess if it meets all legal
requirements and is sound.

Comments received to the last round of consultation along with the council’s responses are available to view
on the council’s website at www.sunderland.gov.uk/CSDP. The comments have shaped the current version of
the Plan which we are consulting upon now.

Unlike previous consultations, this consultation will ask you if you think the plan meets legal and procedural
requirements and the four tests of soundness. A guidance note explaining the procedural requirements and
test of soundness can be found on the council’s website at www.sunderland.gov.uk/CSDP. It is very important
that any comments you make at this stage of the Plan are linked to these requirements or soundness tests in
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order to be considered by the Planning Inspector. The Statement of Representation attached, contains all the
information you will need to submit comments.

The consultation will run for 6 weeks, from Friday 15 June to Friday 27 July. All comments should be
completed and received by the council no later than 5pm on the final day of consultation. Please note that
copies of all comments will be made available for the public to view and reviewed by a Planning Inspector, and
therefore, cannot be treated as confidential. Data will be processed and held in accordance with the Data
Protection Act 1998.

The council will be hosting drop-in events, where officers will be available to answer any questions that you
may have and to help you complete your comments form relating to legal and procedural compliance and
soundness. The schedule for these events are:

Date Time Venue Address

18 June 2018 9.30am-11.30am Bunnyhill Community Room, Hylton Lane, Sunderland SR5 4BW

19 June 2018 11.00 am -1.30 pm Houghton Sports Complex Dance Studio, Station Road, Houghton le Spring
DH4 5AH

20 June 2018 9.30am—11.30 am Thorney Close Action & Enterprise Centre, Thorndale Road, Thorney Close,
Sunderland SR3 4JQ

21 June 2018 4.30 pm —7.00 pm Washington Leisure Centre Sports Hall, Town Centre, Washington NE38
7SS
22 June 2018 4.30 pm—6.30 pm Ryhope Community Centre, Black Road, Ryhope, Sunderland SR2 ORX

16 July 2018 9.30am—-11.30 am University Sports Hall, Chester Road, Sunderland
17 July 2018 10.00 am — 12 noon Barnwell Primary School Sports Hall, Whitefield Estate, Houghton le Spring

DH4 7RT
18 July 2018 5.00 pm —6.30 pm Bunnyhill Community Room, Hylton Lane, Sunderland SR5 4BW
19 July 2018 4.30 pm —6.30 pm Silksworth Community Centre, Tunstall Village Road, Sunderland SR3 2BB
20 July 2018 10.00 am — 12 noon Washington Millennium Centre, The Galleries, Washington Highway NE38
7RZ

How to submit comments

If you would like to make comments on the Publication Draft of the Sunderland Core Strategy and
Development Plan, please refer to the attached Statement of Representation for information on how to do
this.

After this consultation, the council will take into consideration all views and any additional evidence before
submitting a final copy of the Plan to the Secretary of State.

If you have any queries regarding the consultation, or any other aspect of the Sunderland Local Plan, please do
not hesitate to contact us on the details listed above.

If you have received this letter and no longer wish to be contacted about the Core Strategy and Development
Plan, please contact us in writing at: planningpolicy@sunderland.gov.uk or Strategic Plans and Housing Team,
Sunderland Civic Centre, Burdon Road, Sunderland, SR2 7DN and we will remove you from the consultation
database.

Yours faithfully

lain Fairlamb Head of Planning and Regeneration
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City Council
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